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FOUR PER CENT. DEBENTURES. 


BRITISH & AMERICAN MORTGAGE CO. Lp. 


CAPITAL, £1,500,000. Subscribed, £700,000 ; Paid-up, £220,000 ; Uncalled, £489,000. 
The Right Hon. HuGH CULLING EARDLEY CHILDERS, M.P., F.R.S8. 
TRUSTEES { The Right Hon. GEorGE JOHN SHAW-LEFEVRE, M.P. 
Home DIReEcrors. 

JoHN CROFT DEVERELL, Esq., 9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
WALTER RANDOLPH FARQUHAR, Esq.. Banker, 16, St. James’-street. 
BEAUMONT WILLIAM LUBBOCK, Esq., Banker, 15. Lombard-street. 
Sir CHARLES NICHOLSON, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D., The Grange. Totteridge. 
GEORGE BABINGTON PARKER, Esq., 13, Victoria-stceet, Westminster. 
WILLIAM HENRY STONE, Esq., Lea-park, Godalming. 
{ Messrs. Roparts, LUBBOCK, & Co., 15, Lombard-street, E.C. 
( Messrs, HERRIES, FARQUHAR, & Co., 16, St. James’-street, 8.W. 

The Directors issue Debentures for 3, 5,7, or 10 years. bearing 4 per cent. in- 
terest, payable half-yearly by coupons, secured by the Company’s Mortgages, 
which are made with a margin of from one-half to two-thirds of the value of the 
property, together with the uncalled Capital (£480,000), 

By its Articles of Association the Company’s Business is restricted to First 
Mortgages on Freehold ; repent. and its Debenture Issue is limited to the 
amount of the Subscribed Capital. 

The precautions taken in the selection of Mortgages render these Debentures 
especially suitable for the investment of Trust or.other Funds, they being exempt 
from the fluctuations in value attaching to ordinary Stocks and Shares. 

For prospectuses, application forms, and further information apply to 

Offices of the Company, 6, Old Jewry, E.C. SAMUEL GILES, Secretary. 


BANKERS 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S W.C, 





INN FIELDs, LonbDon, 


Whole-world policies in most cases free of charge. 
Policies indisputable and unconditional. 


SPECIMEN BONUSES. 
Actual additions made to Policies of £1,00) effected under Tables I. and II. 





ji NUMBER OF PREMIUMS PAID. 
ge 
| at Entry. 


Ten. Twenty. Thirty. Forty. 


£ s. £ 4 a & «4. £ 

103 0 191 10 431 0 *736 0 *1,022 
30 112 0 211 0 10 *819 O *1,167 
40 124 0 232 0 525 10 *939 10 *1,343 
50 147 «0 276 10 526 10 "1,126 0 soni 
60 197 10 372 0 36 10 | 





EXAMPLE.— A Policy for £1,(00, effected 30 years ago by a person then aged 30, 
would have increased to £1,819, or by more than 80 per cent. 

In the cases marked * the Bonuses, if surrendered. would be more than 
sufficient to extinguish all future premiums, and the Policy-holders would still 
be entitled to share in future profits. 


iain Now p iblished, price 25s ; forcash, post free, 20s, 8d. 
STONE’S JUSTICES’ MANUAL; or, Guide to the Ordinary 
Duties of the Justice of the Peace. With Table of Cases, Appendix of 
Forms, and Table of Punishments. By the late SAMUEL STONE, Esq. 
Twenty-fifth Edition. By GEORGE B. KENNETT, Esq., Solicitor, and 
Cierk to the Justices of the City of Norwich. 


: Price 15s. : for cash, post free, 12s. 6d. 

THE PARLIAMENTARY AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
REGISTRATION MANUAL: Being a Practical Guide to the Registration 
cf Parliamentary and Local Government Voters. and the Courts of the 
Revising Barristers; with an Appendix of al) the Statutes relating thereto, 
from the Reform Act, 1832. By MUIR MACKENZIE, B.A., of Lincoln’s- 
inn and the South-Eastern Circuit, Barnster-at-Law, Fellow of the 
Hertford College, Oxford; and_S. G. LUSHINGTON, M.A., B.C.L., of 
the Inner Temple and Northern Circuit, Barrister-at-Law. 


Now published, price 15s. ; cash, with order. post free, 12s 6d. 

MACMORRAN’S LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888; 
and the Incorporated Provisions of the Municipal Corporations Act, 1882; 
the Muaicipal Ejections (Corrupt Practices) Act, 1881; the Ballot Act, 
&c , &c., with Introduction, Notes, and Index ; the whole forming a com- 
plete Epitome of the Law relating to the Constitution and Election of 
County Councils, and their Powers, Duties. and Liabilities. Second 
Edition, Revised and Enlarged. By ALEXANDER MACMORRAN, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Middle Temple, Editor of the * Local 
Government Supplement to the ‘ Justice of the Peace.’ ”’ 





London: SHAW & SONS, Fetter-lane and Crane-court, E.C. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue Covrr or Aprrat No. 2 has now disposed of the whole of 
the business in its printed list at the beginning of the present 
sittings; and has now to attack a list of fifty-three matters set 
down during the sittings. This number corresponds, within two, 
to the number of final and interlocutory appeals in the printed 
list. Court of Appeal No. 1 is almost equally forward with its 
work. Out of 105 appeals at the commencement of the sittings, 
ninety-one have been heard. Seventy-one appeals have been set 
down during the sittings for this division of the court. 


In orpeR to simplify the classification of accounts, to concentrate 
payments as far as possible, and to provide better accommodation 
for the public, the Paymaster of the Supreme Court has re- 
arranged the distribution of his business into five divisions, instead 
of six, as at present arranged. In divisions 1, 2, 3, and 
4 payments, &c., in all ordinary chancery suits and matters will 
be made, and in the 5th division lunacy accounts and thoee relat- 
ing to public works will be dealt with. The expression ‘ public 
works” is to include accounts of funds connected with Parlia- 
mentary undertakings. It may be assumed that the Paymaster 
knows his own business best, but so far as experience goes, the 
old practice of classing all accounts under their alphabetical title 
has worked well. Under the new system it will frequently happen 
that an order will deal with an account kept in one of the divisions 
1 to 4.as well as in the 5th division, thereby necessitating two 
sets of applications. Moreover, there is no inherent difference, 
from a banking point of view, between the special class of accounts 
kept in the 5th division and those kept in the other four divisions, 
and upon the whole it can hardly be said that the advantages to 
the public which will be afforded by the change are apparent. 





On WepNEsDAY an ex parte application was made to Mr. Justice 
Norrn in a case of Re Potter, for a direction to the registrar to 
pass and enter an order for the appointment of trustees of a will 
for the purposes of the Settled Land Act, 1882, notwithstanding 
that the order was not stamped. The appointment was made for 
the first time. An application had been made to the Inland 
Revenue authorities at Somerset House, and they had determined 
that the order did not require the 10s. stamp, and had marked it 
with an adjudication stamp accordingly. Notwithstanding this 
adjudication, the registrar felt a difficulty in passing and entering 
the order, it having been (as our readers are aware from the dis- 
cussion which has recently taken place in our columns) the 
practice in the registrar’s office to require such orders to be 
stamped with a 10s, stamp. Mr. Justice Noxru gave directions 
that the order should be passed and entered without the stamp. 
We believe that the date of adjudication in the case referred to 
was subsequent to the last letter in the correspondence between 
the Board of Inland Revenue and the Chancery Registrars which 
we printed last week, so it appears that the adjudication must 
either have been an oversight on the part of the Board, or the two 
authorities must be still in conflict; and in any case the chief 
authority is apparently in conflict with itself. There can, we 
presume, be no doubt that an order bearing an adjudication stamp 
of no duty payable, must be passed by the registrars. 


We vnpsrsranp that the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society have made a report on the Lord Chancellor’s Bill relating 
to Commissioners for Oaths, to which we referred last week. The 
object of the Bill is to consolidate the scattered enactments relat- 
ing to commissioners for oaths in the various courts, with some 
slight amendments which are rendered necessary by modern re- 
quirements. The Lord Chancellor is empowered to sppoint 
solicitors, or other fit and proper persons, to be commissioners. 
The council very properly object to the “‘ other persons,” but these 


) words are to be found in 22 Vict. c. 16, although they are not 
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in the Act 16 & 17 Vict. c. 78, which empowered the appointment 
of commissioners in chancery. Power is given by the Act to com- 
missioners to administer oaths or take affidavits in matters relating 
to the registration of any instrument, whether under an Act of 
Parliament or otherwise, which would seem,:taken in connection 
with clause 13 of the Bill, to cover the point left undecided in 
Munton vy. Lord Truro (36 W. R. 775)—viz, whether the oath 
required by section 5 of the Middlesex Registry Act (7 Anne, 
c. 20) could be sworn before a commissioner appointed under the 
Judicature Act, 1873. The council point out that in clause 1, 
sub-section 3, after the word ‘solicitor’ there should be inserted 
the words “or clerk to a solicitor,”’ because a solicitor acting as 
clerk to another solicitor should be equally prohibited from exercis- 
ing his powers as a commissioner in cases in which his principal is 
concerned. The Bill, although it purports to be a consolidation of 
the Acts relating to commissioners, does not include the 30th sec- 
tion of the Solicitors Act, 1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127), and the 
council suggest that, in order to complete the code, this section 
should be included. Of course it will require modification to suit 
the altered circumstances, as all the courts referred to in that sec- 
tion are now merged in the Supreme Court. By the interpretation 
clauee the word ‘affidavit’ is made to include ‘‘ plea, answer, and 
disclaimer.”” These words are apparently taken from section 18 of 
the Act 28 & 29 Vict. c. 104, and the council suggest that, having 
regard to the modern system of pleading, these words are not 
necessary. The Bill does not contain any clause defining the 
future title of commissioners, and the council suggest that a clause 
should be inserted to the effect that they should be called commis- 
sionere for oaths, and that all existing commissioners should bear 
that title. The Bill does not contain any power under which the 
Lord Chancellor can revoke the appointment of a commiesioner, 
but he may perhaps have such a power under section 84 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873. As a matter of fact when a commissioner, 
by reason of misconduct, forfeits his right to exercise the power 
granted to him by his commission, the Lord Chancellor issues a 
writ of supersedeas against him, under which the commission is 
cancelled. ‘the council suggest that, in order to remove any doubt, 
an exprees power should be inserted in this behalf. 


Ir is BY No MEANS improbable that, sooner or later, the point 
will be raised whether orders remitting actions of contract or tort 
to the county courts can be made by a mas/er of the High Court. 
The jurisdiction of a master of the Queen’s Bench Division is thus 
defined by R. 8. C., ord. 54, r. 12:—‘* In the Queen’s Bench Divi- 
sion a muster may transact all such business, and exer- 
cise all such authority and jurisdiction in respect of the same, as, 
under the Acts” [i.e., the Judicature Acts} or these Rules, may be 
transacted or exercised by a judge at chambers, except,” &e. Prior 
to the County Courts Act, 1888, a master could undoubtedly, by 
virtue of this rule, remit actions to the county court, because a 
judge at chambers possessed the power to do so under sections 7 and 
10 of the now repealed County Courts Act, 1867, the provisions 
contained in which were, by section 67 of thé Judicature Act, 
1873, made applicable to High Court actions. But the power of a 
judge at chambers to remit is now derived exclusively from the 
County Courts Act, 1888, and therefore not being exercised by 
him “ under the Acts or these Rules,” as contemplated by ord. 54, 
r. 12 (supra)—quere, is it now any longer possessed by a master ? 
In this connection we may point out that, while section 65 of the 
County Courts Act, 1588, provides that ‘‘a judge of the High 
Court at chambers” may remit an action of contract to the county 
court, section 66 gives power to remit an action of fort to “a 
judge of the High Court.” Whether the omission of the words 
‘‘at chambers” in the latter section makes any real difference 
may, however, well be doubted But it is certainly a little unfor- 
tunate that there should be this variation in the language of the 
two sections, more especially as the County Courts Act, 1888 
(unlike, in this respect, the Judicature Act, 1873, s. 39), does not 
expressly provide that the jurisdiction thereby conferred upon a 
judge of the High Court may be exercised by him in court or 
in chambers. 





Wer HAVE RECEIVED a copy of some valuable observations on the 
Land Transfer Bill by a member of the committee of the Hereford- 
shire Incorporated Law Society, which we regret the crowded state 


of our columns prevents us from printing in full this week. The 
writer points out the necessity for at once discussing the action 
that should be adopted in the event of the measure ever reaching 
the House of Commons, “inasmuch as the Lord Chancellor will 
probably urge on the peers that after the Bill has been settled by 
the Select Committee it should be accepted pretty much as it 
stands, and it is not improbable that an attempt may be made to 
rush it through the House of Commons.” The warning is cer- 
tainly necessary; it is exceedingly likely that, if solicitors in 
general preserve the attitude of mild and benevolent criticism 
which was adopted in former years, the Bill will become law this 
session ; and we venture to predict that, if this result comes to pass 
through this reason, a very heavy responsibility will rest upon 
some persons. The writer, however (who we think we are not 
wrong in identifying with an esteemed correspondent who recently 
expressed a similar view in our columns), clings to the idea that 
the result of the passing of the Bill cannot be to seriously injure 
the profession. He says, referring to the recent notice issued by 
the Land Registry Office, that ‘‘if it be intended to provide a staff 
of clerks to do the work hitherto transacted by solicitors, and if it 
be the intention of the authorities to enter into competition with 
the profession, with a view to the conduct of all the conveyancing 
business of the country by a Government department for the benefit 
of the revenue, it would be at least candid to say so; but is it not 
likely that the confusion and litigation that would ensue would 
tend to minimize any loss to the profession under such a system?” 
No one pretends that ‘all the conveyancing business of the 
country ”’ is to be conducted by a Government department, but it is 
tolerably clear that the intention is that the whole business of land 
transfer shall, if possible, be done by officials; and we fail to see 
how this intention could be more “candidly ’’—some people might 
say cynically—manifested than by the recent notice. And it is, 
we think, a delusion to suppose that the carrying out of this in. 
tention would necessarily cause so much ‘confusion and liti- 
gation” as to minimize the loss of business which would be 
certain to ensue to solicitors. There is, of course, no attempt 
by the writer to shew that the passing of the Bill would increase 
the gains of solicitors: all that is alleged is that their losses 
might be minimized by the resulting litigation. No answer 
| has been attempted to our observations last week on the pecuniary 
results to solicitors of the passiog of the Bill. To pass, how- 
ever, from the points on which we differ with the writer of the 
observations, we are heartily glad to observe his practical con- 
| clusion, which is, ‘‘ Let amendments be moved in committee strik- 
ing out the compulsory clauses, for surely members of Parliament 
| can be found willing and able to take charge of such amendments. 
There is little doubt that pressure can be brought to bear on mem- 
bers of both sides of the House to support such amendments. The 
pressure need not be that of solicitors only ; let them but enlighten 
their clients as to the real effect of the Bill, and we may rest 
assured that the opposition to the compulsory clauses will be very 
general.” So that (if our assumption is correct) cur able corre- 
spondent has at last come to the conclusion that pressure must be 
brought to bear on members of Parliament, and his only qualifica- 
tion now is that the pressure need not be by solicitors only. We 
entirely agree; but solicitors must not omit their part of the pro- 
gramme, and the only question now is, how the solicitors’ pressure 
is to be applied. 








Tue Question was asked by Mr. T. Roxsryson in the House of 
Commons on the 15th inst. whether the Government intended 
“to introduce a Bill to amend the law and practice of adminis- 
tration of estates in the Court of Chancery, with a view of 
preventing the great delay and diminishing the heavy costs 
so frequently attending such administration in that court”; 
aud whether the Government ‘‘ would consider the desirability 
of having a yearly official return made of all estates in course of 
administration in the Court of Chancery,” and of taking power 
to transfer the administration of insolvent estates into the 
Bankruptcy Court. In answer to this, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer stated that the Government intend to deal with the 
subject of the first part of the question by carrying out, as far as 
possible, the recommendations of the committee presided over by 
the Master of the Rolls. It is rather difficult to understand 
this answer. In the report of the committee no recommenda- 








tions on this subject are to be found, but in the resolutions 
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appended thereto, which may, perhaps, be treated as recommenda- 
tions, we find the following :—‘ 39. It is suggested that the 
following expedients, which have been found fe work well in 
practice, should be adopted when practicable. Upon an application 
for administration by a creditor or beneficiary under a will, intes- 
tacy, or deed of trust, where no accounts or insufficient accounts have 
been rendered : (a) Order the application to stand over for a certain 
time, say a month, and that the executors, administrators, or trus- 
tees in the meantime should render to the applicant a proper state- 
ment of their accounts, with an intimation that if this is not done 
they may be made to pay the costs of the action. (ns) When 
necessary to prevent actions by other creditors, make usual judg- 
ment or order for administration, with proviso that no proceedings 
are to be taken under it without leave of the judge ia person.” 
How far this has been carried out by R. 8. C., ord. 55, r. 10 4, 
and how far the 125th section of the Bankruptcy Act, which was 


THE COUNTY OF LONDON. 


On Thursday last, the 21st of March, the County of London was 
brought into being for some purposes. This was effected by an 
order made on Tuesday by the Local Government Board under 
section 109 of the Local Government Act, 1888; but the order 
extends only so far as is necessary to put the London County 
Council in the place of the late Metropolitan Board of Works. On 
the 1st of April, however, if nothing unforeseen occurs, London 
will attain to the dignity of a county for all purposes. 

We publish below a list of the parishes and places composing the 
new county, as we think it may be of service to our readers. The 
limits of the County of London have been fixed by the Local 
Government Act, 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 41), and certain Acts 
incorporated with it. 





previously enacted, deals efficiently with insolvent estates being | 
administered by the court, is a question to be considered. That | 
applications for administration are at the present moment dealt with | 
by the judges of the Chancery Division in accordance with resolu- 
tion 39 and the above-mentioned rule is well known. The principal 
recommendations of the committee as yet not carried out sug- 
gest (6) the re-arrangement of the court business, and (7) the 
appointment of a judge. As regards the return asked for, it 
would be no difficult matter to add to the return annually made for 
the purposes of the judicial statistics an item which should shew 
the number of administration orders brought to be worked out in 
chambers, also the number worked out. It would, however, be a 
laborious matter to compile a return of all administration orders 
being now worked out, as some of these lie dormant for years 
pending the coming of age of infants or the happening of some 
event which revives the interest of the parties, and makes it | 
necessary for them to apply for further directions from the judge. 
A very useful return, however, would be one which should shew 
the number of administration orders brought into chambers since | 
December, 1885, when ord. 55, r. 10 a, came into operation, and 
how many of trem have been thoroughly worked out, and also the 
numbers for the three years immediately preceding that date. 


| 


Tne Isr section of 23 Hen. 8, c. 9, known as the Statute of 
Citations, is not exactly easy reading, though modern printers have 
done what they could to facilitate this process by the introduction 
of stops. The construction of a portion of it was discussed for 
some time on Wednesday in the Court of the Archbishop of 
Canterbury, and his Grace, of course, recognized that a comma 
which interfered with the sense might, without difficulty, 
be passed over. Even in more recent statutes, when punctua- 
tion has become a part of the Queen’s printers’ copy, which 
is now the official record, the same rule appears to prevail, 
and the stops, as well as the marginal] notes, are viewed with 
suspicion by the judicial eye. The matter was adverted to by 
Wittrs, J., in Claydon v. Green (16 W. RB. 1126, L. R. 3 
C. P. 522), who mentioned ‘the rule which treated the title of 
the Act, the marginal notes, and the punctuation, not as form- 
ing part of the Act, but merely as contemporanca expositio.” A 
different view was at one time taken by Jesset, M.R, with regard 
to marginal notes. In Re Wenour’s Settled Estates (L. R. 2 Ch. D. 
525) he pointed out that they now appear on the Parliament Roll, 
and form part of the Acts; and he consequently used such a note 
to assist the construction. But, in Attorney-General v. Great 
Eastern Railway Co. (27 W. R. 759, L R. 11 Ch. D. 465), when 
this was quoted in the Court of Appeal it met with little favour, 
and the difficulty was pointed out that must arise in case of a 
difference between the marginal note and the section; and, in 
Sutton v. Sutton (31 W. R. 869, 22 Ch. D. 513), Jesser, M.R., 
expressly withdrew his former opinion. Since that time it appears 
to have been clear that neither marginal notes nor punctuation are 
to have any effect on construction. 





The Albany Law Jcurnal announces the death of Dr. Wharton, one of 
the most prolific and excellent of American legal commentators. In point 
of quantity of production, says the Journal, he comes next to Story. His 
works comprise several of the most interesting and inviting subjects in 


The Local Government Act (section 40 (1) ) provides: “ The 
Metropolis ’—i.e. (section 100), ‘‘the City of London and the 
parishes and places mentioned in schedules A., B., andC. tothe Metro- 
polis Management Act, 1855, as amended by subsequent Acts ’’— 
‘shall, on and after the appointed day [the Ist of April or such 
earlier or later day as the Local Government Board, on the appli- 
cation of the provisional council or county council, may appoint], 
be an administrative county for the purposes of the Act by the 
name of the Administrative County of London.” And, ‘such 
portion of the administrative county of London as forms part of the 
counties of Middlesex, Surrey, and Kent shall, on and after the 
appointed day, be severed from those counties, anc form a separate 
county for all non-administrative purposes, by the name of the 
County of London” (section 40 (2) ). 

We have already stated that last Thursday was appointed as the 
day upon which the Metropolitan Board of Works should cease to 


| exist ; and, if no other day be appointed before the Ist of April 


for any other purpose, it seems that the 1st of April becomes ‘‘ the 
appointed day” for all other purposes of the Act, without any 
necessity for the further intervention of the Local Government 
Board. 

It is provided by section 95, sub-section 2, that, ‘‘ Where any 
enactment, deed, instrument, or document refers to the county of 
Middlesex, Surrey, or Kent, such enactment, deed, instrument, or 
document shall be construed to apply to the same area to which it 
would have applied if this Act had not passed,” unless such 
application is inconsistent with ite object, or with the Act. This 
provision seems to apply only to existing enactments, deeds, 
instruments, and documents; and we accordingly expressed on 
opinion (anée, p. 293) that in documents dated on or after the Ist 
of April next the descriptions of persons resident, and of property 
situate, within such portions of the new County of London as are 
not included within the cities of London and Westminster will 
have to be altered; and that ‘County of London” will be the 
proper designation in such cases. ; 

The County of London will consist of the following parishes and 
places, which we arrange alphabetically under the names of the 
counties from which they are transferred. To facilitate reference 
the same places are sometimes mentioned under more than one 
name. See the Metropolis Management Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vict. ec. 
120), the Metropolis Mansgement Act, 1885 (48 & 49 Vict. c. 33), 
the Metropolis Management (Battersea and Westminster) Act, 1887 
(50 & 51 Vict. ec. 17), and the Local Government Act, 1888 (51 & 
52 Vict. c. 41), ss. 40, 100. 


KENT. 
PARISHES AND PLACES TRANSFERRED FROM THE CouNTY OF KENT 
To THE County OF LONDON, 

Charlton-next- Woolwich 
Deptford, St. Nicholas 
Deptford, St. Paul, including Hatcham 
Eltham 
Greenwich 
Greenwich District, including— 

St Paul, Deptford 

St. Nicholas, Deptford 

Greenwich 
Hatcham 
Kidbrooke 
Lee 
Lewisham (including Sydenham Chapelry 
Penge, Hamlet of 





the legal domain, and are distinguished by research, comprehensiveness, 
aud discrimination, and are expressed in a perspicuous style. 


Plumstead 
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Plumstead District, including— 
Charlton-next- Woolwich 
Eltham 
Kidbrooke 
Lee 
Plumstead 
St. Nicholas, Deptford 
St. Paul, Deptford 
Sydenham Chapelry 
Woolwich 
MIDDLESEX. 


PARISHES AND PLACES TRANSFERRED FROM THE COUNTY OF MIDDLESEX 
TO THE CounTY oF LONDON. 


All Saints, Poplar 
Bethnal-green, St. Matthew 
Bloomsbury, St. George 
Bromley, St. Leonard 
Charterhouse 
Chelsea 
Christchurch, Spitalfields ; 
City of Westminster (St. Margaret and St. John the Evangelist) 
Clerkenwell, St. James and St. John 
Close of the Collegiate Church of St. Peter (Westminster Abbey) 
Covent-garden, St. Paul 
Ely-place 
Ely-rents 
Fulham 
Furnival’s-inn 
Glasshouse-yard, Liberty of 
Gray’s-inn 
Hackney 
Hackney District, including— 
Hackney 
St. Mary, Stoke Newington 
Hammersmith, St. Peter and St. Paul 
Hampstead, St. John 
Hanover-square, St. George 
Hatton-garden 
Holborn 
Holborn District, including— 
St. Andrew, Holborn above Bars 
St. George the Martyr 
St. Sepulchre 
Saffron-hill, Hatton-garden, Ely-rents, and Ely-place 
The Liberty of Glasshouse-yard 
Holy Trinity, Minories 
Inner Temple 
Islington, St. Mary 
Kensington, St. Mary Abbot 
Lincoln’s-inn 
Middle Temple 
Mile End New Town, Hamlet of 
Mile End Old Town 
Minories, Holy Trinity 
Norton Folgate, Liberty of 
Old Artillery Ground 
Paddington 
Poplar District, including— 
All Saints, Poplar 
St. Leonard, Bromley 
St. Mary, Stratford-le-Bow 
Precinct of St. Katherine 
Precinct of the Savoy (St. John the Baptist, Savoy) 
Rolls, Liberty of the 
Saffron-bill 
Saint Andrew, Holborn above Bars 
Anne, Soho 
Botolph without Aldgate 
Clement Danes 
George, Bloomsbury 
George, Hanover-square 
George in the East 
George the Martyr 
Giles District, including— 
St. Giles in the Fields 
St. George, Bloomsbury 
James and Saint John, Clerkenwell 
James, Westminster 
John, Hampstead 
John the Baptist, Savoy, or Precinct of the Savoy 
Katherine, Precinct of 
Leonard, Bromley 
Leonard, Shoreditch 
Luke 





Saint Margaret and Saint John the Evangelist, Westminster 
Westminster) 
Martin-in-the-Fields 
Mary Abbot, Kensington 
Mary, Islington 
Marylebone 
Mary-le-Strand 
Mary, Stoke Newington 
Mary, Stratford-le-Bow 
Mary, Whitechapel 
Matthew, Bethnal-green 
Pancras 
Paul, Covent Garden 
Peter and Saint Paul, Hammersmith 
5, Sepulchre ; 
Savoy, Precinct of (Saint John the Baptist) 
Shoreditch, Saint Ieonard 
Soho, Saint Anne 
Spitalfields, Christchurch 
Staple-inn 
Stoke Newington, Saint Mary 
Strand District, including— 
Liberty of the Rolls 
Saint Anne, Soho 
Clement Danes 
», John the Baptist, Savoy 
», Mary-le-Strand 
», Paul, Covent Garden 
Stratford-le-Bow, St. Mary 
Tower, District of 
Westminster Abbey (Close of the Collegiate Church of St. Peter) 
Westminster, St. James ; : 
Westminster, St. Margaret and St. John the Evangelist (City of West- 
minster) 
Whitechapel District, including— 
Christchurch, Spitalfields 
Holy Trinity, Minories 
Liberty of Norton Folgate 


(City of 


” 





Mile End New Town, Hamlet of 
Old Artillery Ground 
Saint Botolph without Aldgate 
Katherine, Precinct of 
», Mary, Whitechapel 
Tower, District of 
[ Nore.—The City is not included in the above list. 
| separate county by itself (section 40 (3) ).] 


| SURREY. 
| PARISHES AND PLACES TRANSFERRED FROM THE COUNTY OF 
SurreEY TO THE County oF LonDoN, 
| Battersea, St. Mary, excluding Penge 
| Bermondsey 
| Camberwell 
| Christchurch 
Clapham 
Clink, The Liberty of the 
Lambeth 
Newington, St. Mary 
Putney, including Roehampton 
Roehampton 
Rotherhithe 
Rotherhithe united with St. Olave District, including— 
St. John’s, Horselydown 
St. Thomas, Southwark 
St. Olave 
Saint George the Martyr, Southwark 
John, Horselydown 
Mary, Battersea, excluding Penge 
Mary, Newington 
Olave 
Saviour District, including— 
Christchurch 
St. Saviour (including the Liberty of the Clink) 
» Thomas, Southwark 
Southwark, St. George the Martyr 
Southwark, St. Thomas 
Streatham 
Tooting Graveney 
Wandsworth District, including— 
Clapham 
Putney, including Roehampton 
St. Mary, Battersea, excluding Penge 
Streatham 
Tooting Graveney 
Wandsworth 


” 
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Section 96 provides that nothing in the Local Government Act 
shall alter the area to which the enactments relating to the regis- 
tration of land in the county of Middlesex apply ; and references 
in those enactments, or in deeds and instruments made or issued 
under or for the purpose of those enactments, to the county of 
Middlesex, are to be construed to apply to the same area to which 
they would formerly have applied. 








THE INTERPRETATION OF THE MARRIED WOMEN’S 
PROPERTY ACT, 1882. 
VII. 
LIABILITIES OF MARRIED WOMEN UNDER THE BANKRUPTCY LAWS. 


When a married woman can be made bankrupt.—Before the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, a married woman could not be made 
bankrupt even although she had separate estate, and had entered 
into contracts after marriage with reference to it, except under local 
customs—eg., if she were trading alone under the custom of the 
City of London: Ex parte Jones, Re Grissell (28 W. R. 287, 12 Ch. D. 
484), or if her husband was civilly dead. Now, by section 1, sub- 
section (5), of the Act of 1882, every married woman carrying on a 
trade separately from her husband is subject to the bankruptcy laws, 
in respect of her separate property, as if she were a feme sole. The 
liability is still limited to women carrying on a trade apart from their 
husbands, and to their separate property: Ex parte Gilchrist, Re 
Armstrong (34 W. R. 709, 17 Q. B. D. 521). Separately from the 
husband does not necessarily mean in a different place, if he does 
not assist in the business: Laporte v. Cosstich: (28 W. R. 131), Ashworth 
v. Outram (25 W. R. 896, 5 Ch. D. 923), Re Dearmer (53 L. T. 905), 
Lovell v. Newton (27 W. R. 366, 4 C. P. D. 7). 

General power of appointment.—The question has arisen whether, 
when a married woman, who has been made bankrupt, has a power 
of appointment exerciseable for her own benefit, the trustee in bank- 
ruptcy can compel her to exercise it for the benefit of her creditors. 
It has been held that he cannot do so, for a power is not ‘‘ property.” 
and the Act makes a married woman liable in bankruptcy only to 
the extent of her separate property. It is true that section 44 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, would make such a power her property if she 
were really the feme sole, which by the Married Women’s Property 
Act she is to be deemed to be, but that provision is for the purposes 
of the Bankruptcy Act alone, and section 152 of that Act expressly 
enacts that its provisions shall not affect the Married Women’s Pro- 
perty Act, 1882: Ex parte Gilchrist, Re Armstrong (34 W. R. 709, 17 
Q B. D. 521), 

Effect of bankruptcy on previous settlements.—Section 19 enacts that 
nothing in the Act, the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, shall 
affect any settlement or agreement for a settlement respecting the 
property of any married woman; but, notwithstanding this, such in- 
terest as a married woman may have in property settled to her 
separate use, without a restraint on anticipation, passes to her trus- 
tee in bankruptcy. All that section 19 means is that the Act shall 
not invalidate or render inoperative any settlement, not that when a 
settlement gives separate property the Act shall not apply to that 
property when it has been received. An alienation of the property, 
whether voluntary or involuntary, does not affect the settlement: Hz 
parte Boyd, Re Armstrong (36 W. R. 772, 21 Q. B. D. 264); Fa 
parte Gilchrist, Re Armstrong (17 Q. B. D. 167, reversed upon another 
point 17 Q. B. D, 521). “It would seem to follow that the effect of 
the settlement is to be determined just as it would have been under 
the old law, and that no one who under that law could have taken 
any interest is to be deprived of such interest ; but where these prin- 
ciples have been applied, and it has been ascertained that the 
married woman takes an interest under the settlement, the incidents 
annexed by the Act to the property of married women attach to the 
interest so taken by her”: per Stirling, J., Re Onslow (36 W. R. 
883, 39 Ch. D. 622), 

Effect of bankruptcy of husband on wife's property.—It is provided 
by section 3 of the Act of 1882 that ifa married woman lends any 
of her separate property to her husband for the purpose of any trade 
or business carried on by him “ or otherwise,” she cannot prove in 
his bankruptcy until all other ereditors have been paid in full. It 
is difficult to understand the meaning of the words ‘‘ or otherwise” 
in this section. It is not clear whether they refer to the whole 
clause so as to make it in effect apply to money lent to the husband 
for any purpose, or whether they qualify the words “carried on by 
him” so as to make them mean “ whether carried on by him or any 
other person.” That the latter is the correct way of reading the sen- 
tence seems to be implied from Re Genese (34 W. R. 79, 16 Q. B. D. 
700), where it was held that it lies on the wife to prove that the 
money was not lent for the purpose of her husband’s trade or busi- 
ness, in order to give her a right to prove with other creditors. 
And that the meaning must be “‘ carried on by him or by some per- 
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son upon his behalf” seems still more probable when we consider 
that the section is taken from section 5 of Bovill’s Act(28 & 29 
Vict. c. 86), and appears intended to give effect to the principle 
that a lender, who shares in the profits of a business, should bs 
postponed to those creditors who do not. 

When the husband is trading in partnership with someone else, 
there must be a question in each case whether there was really a 
loan to the husband in order that he might do what he pleased with 
it, contributing it to the firm or not as he pleased, or whether it was 
a loan by the wife to the firm. Ifthe loan is to the firm, it is not 
lent to the husband for the purpose of a trade carried on by 
him, or otherwise ; the money not being lent to the husband only, 
but to him and to others jointly ; and the wife can prove in bank- 
ruptcy for the loan against the joint estate of the firm: Re Tuff (35 
W. R. 567, 19Q. B. D. 88). 

The section is not retrospective so as to affect rights previously 
existing: /?e Home (54 L. J. 301). 








REVIEWS. 
COUNTY COURT PRACTICE. 


Tue ANNUAL County Cowrts Practice, 1889. FouNDED ON 
POLLOCK’s AND HEYwoop’s PRACTICES OF THE County CouRTs. 
Two Vots. By Henry Nico. and GEORGE WASHINGTON 
HeEywoop, Esqs.  Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

To make way for this work two books have been withdrawn from 

circulation—namely, ‘‘ Pollock and Nicol’s County Court Practice ” 
and ‘‘ Heywood’s County Court Practice.” We are, however, assured 
by the authors that the best parts of both books have been retained, 
though the text has been entirely revised, much of it re-written, and 
the whole re-arranged. The new work will appear annually, and is, 
no doubt, intended to be to the county court suitor and practitioner 
what the ‘‘ Annual Practice” is to litigants in the High Court of 
Justice. Whether it will ever be in such request as is the last-named 
work cannot with confidence be predicted. It must not, how- 
ever, be forgotten that the interpretation of the new County Courts 
Act and Rules cannot fail to give rise to a large number of decisions, 
and, also, that the stream of litigation appears to be steadily setting 
towards the county courts. In view of these facts, it would certainly 
not be correct to describe the present experiment as a rash one. 
Moreover, to many persons the task of noting up text-books so as 
to keep them well in line with decided cases and legislation is most 
distasteful, and such persons, at all events, will be sure to procure 
the Annual County Court Practice, which, we believe, is destined to 
enjoy a very considerable circulation. The new Practice which 
Messrs. Nicol and Heywood have produced fills two volumes. Vol. I. 
treats of the jurisdiction and practice under the County Courts Act, 
the Bills of Exchange Act, and the Employers’ Liability Act, while 
in Vol. II. is discussed the jurisdiction and practice of the county 
courts under various special Acts and under the Admiralty Jurisdic- 
tion Acts. The Bills of Exchange Act and the Employers’ Liability 
Act should, strictly speaking, find a place in Vol. II.; but, at some 
sacrifice of uniformity, they are included in Vol. I., as the jurisdic- 
tion thereby conferred upon the county courts is so often invoked, 
and as, moreover, the procedure thereunder is, as the authors point 
out in their preface, closely allied to the practice in ordinary actions. 
Each volume contains, in appendices thereto, the Acts, rules, and 
forms referred to or commented upon in the text, with references to 
the pages of the text where the particular section, rule, or form is 
cited. These appendices necessarily occupy a great deal of space. 
Lengthy appendices are, however, inevitable, except where authors 
adopt the more scientific plan of setting out verbatim in the text, in 
their proper places, the provisions, statutory or otherwise, to which 
reference is made. } 
The jurisdiction in bankruptcy of the county courts is not dealt 
with in the present volumes, doubtless because this head of jurisdic- 
tion is not by any means common to a// county courts, while such of 
them as do possess it sit for the determination of bankruptcy cases, 
not really as county courts, but as local courts of bankruptcy. The 
jurisdiction and practice with regard to administration orders 
under the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, are, however, duly noticed. 

The authors have divided the whole of their work into ten parts, 
each of which is sub-divided into chapters. With the exception of 
Part I., which is occupied with the constitution of the county courts 
and their officers; Part VIII , where the jurisdiction and practice in 
particular cases is considered; Part 1X., which treats of the juris- 
diction of the county courts under Acts other than the County 
Courts Act; and Part X., which is reserved for the admiralty juris- 
diction of the county courts, the whole of the text is taken up with 
tracing the proceedings in an ordinary action made under the County 





Courts Act, step by step, from beginning to end, Eight of these 
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tarts are included in Vol. I., as are also Chapters I. and II. of 
Part 1X., which treat of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, and the 
Employers’ Liability Act, 1880. The order observed in the sequence 
of these parts is generally correct, Lut it seems to us that Part VIL., 
which deals with new trial, stay of execution, and appeal, should, 
strictly speaking, take precedence of Part VI., which relates to the 
enforcing of judgments and orders, as the latter subject includes 
what must be regarded as the jinal stage in the life of a county court 
action. Moreover, it is difficult to understand why it should have 
been thought necessary to deal with actions by and against executors 
and administrators in a separate chapter in Part VIII, instead of 
distributing the information therein collected amongst those chap- 
ters where the practice in an ordinary county court action is 
indicated. 

The important subject of appeals is dealt with in Part VIL, 
Chapter ITI. 
which it is evident that great care and labour have been expended. 
With reference to the mode of appeal, the authors are careful 
to point out that, having regard to the obiter </icta expressed in 
Wilkinson v. Jagger (86 W. R. 169, 20 Q B.D, 423) by the judges 
who decided 2. v. Kettle (34 W. R. 776, 17 Q. B. D. 761), it cannot 
yet be considered as settled law that when a special Act has given an 


appeal from the county court, and has prescribed the mode of it, | 
as by case stated by the judge, an appeal will lie in any other man- | 


ner. We may, however, mention that in the recent case of Shrubb 
v. Lee (59 L, T. N.S. 376), which was an appeal from the county 
court under the Agricultural Holdings Act, though the mode of 
appeal adopted was by motion, and not by special case, as prescribed 
by the Jast-named Act, no objection whatever was taken, either by the 
court or by the respondent. 

the County Courts Act, 1888. 

Another chapter which we may single out for praise is Chapter II. 
of Part 1X., which deals with the subject of ‘‘ The Employers’ Liability 
Act, 1880.” A great deal of useful information is there given, and 
the recent decisions appear to be all noticed and commented upon 
with accuracy and judgment. 
mention that new matter of importance in the County Courts Act 
and Rules is printed in the appendices in italics, in order that atten- 
tion may be called to it, and that Appendix I. contains various 
additional forms, other than the official forms, which will be found 
= in practice, and which the authors themselves have pre- 
pared, 

The Table of Cases to Vol. I., and also that prefixed to Vol. II, 
would be'greatly improved if, in every instance, the various reports 
were given where the cases mentioned are to be found. We notice 
that the cases of Lewin v. Trimming (37 W. R. 16, 21 Q. B. D. 230) 
and Jngleton v. Mandsley (36 W. R. 477) 
though it is satisfactory to find that, with these exceptions, all the 
recent cases on ordinary county court jurisdiction and practice appear 
to be there quoted. The index to Vol. I. is capable of considerable 
improvement, and might, with advantage, be more copious. It only 
occupies fifty-six pages. It, however, contains, having regard to its 
size, a great variety of titles, which will certainly tend to facilitate 
reference to the text and appendices. 

Vol. IL, which, as already stated, deals exclusively with the juris- 
fiction of the county courts under special Acts and the Admiralty 
Jurisdiction Acts, is mainly a continuation of Part IX. of the work, 


as Part X., which is set aside for the admiralty jurisdiction and | 


practice, occupies only five pages. The second volume will not, we 
believe, be as much appreciated as Vol. I. is likely to be. It is made 
up for the most part of appendices containing statutes, rules, and 
forms, which absorb some 250 pages, while the text occupies only 
seventy-seven pages. As upwards of forty-seven statutes, conferring 
special jurisdiction on the county courts, are noticed in this volume, 
the information given in the text, with regard to the jurisdiction and 
practice under them, must necessarily be very scant. The second 
volume will be more useful to those who already possess considerable 
knowledge of the matters included in it than to the yet inexperi- 
enced practitioner and ignorant suitor, whorequire to be conducted, 
step by step, through the various stages of litigation. 

The general observations on the special jurisdiction of the county 
courts, with which Vol. II. commences, may, however, be read with 
profit by all, especially with regard to the effect of the County Courts 
Act upon the procedure under the special Acts. Moreover, the 
forms under the Companies Act, 1862, which have been altered for 
use in a county court, will be found serviceable. The index of ten 
pages can hardly be regarded as adequate, having regard to the scope 
and size of the volume, 


CHITTY’S INDEX, 

CimitTy’s INDEX TO ALL THE REPORTED CASES DECIDED IN THE 
SEVERAL Courts OF Equity IN ENGLAND, THE PRIVY CovuncIL, 
AND THE HovseE or Lorps; witn A SELECTION OF IRISH CASES 
ON OR RELATING TO THE PRINCIPLES, PLEADING, AND PRACTICE 
OF EQUITY AND BANKRUPTCY FROM THE EARLIEST PERIOD, 





FovrtnH Epition, wholly revised, re-classified, and brought down to 
the end of the year 1883. By Henry Epwarp Hirst, B.C.L., 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Vol. 7. Stevens & Sons; H. Sweet & 
Sons; W. Maxwell & Son. 


The present volume of Mr. Hirst’s carefully revised edition of 
Chitty contains several heads of great importance. The decisions 
under the head of ‘‘ Solicitor’? cover nearly 150 pages, and form a 
treatise in themselves, but we do not find the decisions under the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Order digested ; surely these should have 
been under the head of ‘‘ Scale,” at p. 5502. The heading ‘Specific 
Performance ”’ follows closely, and is likely to be found one of the most 


| useful in the work; the cases are very well arranged. The most 


This we consider to be a most useful chapter, upon | 


This case was, however, decided before | 
, 


Before leaving Vol. I. we ought to | 


are not cited in Vol. L, | 


bulky titles, however, in this volume are those relating to trusts and 


| vendor and purchaser; the cases under the heads of the Trustee 


Acts, the Trustee Relief Acts, and trusts occupying no fewer than 
312 pages, and the cases on vendor and purchaser covering 242 
pages. It is hardly necessary to say that the volame containing these 
headings will be of essential service to every conveyancer. We pre- 
sume that the next volume will be the last, and we would suggest 
that a supplemental digest of cases from 1883 down to the date of 
publication would be of great service to the practitioner. 


RAILWAYS. 

A TREATISE ON THE LAW OF Ratiways, RAmLway CoMPANIES, AND 
Ratwway INvesTMENTS. By Sir Witt1Am Honors. SEVENTH 
Epition. By Joun M. Lety, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Vol I. 
Tur Law or Raitways, &c. H. Sweet & Sons. 

In the present edition Mr. Lely has divided Hodges into two parts ; 

| the present volume comprising the text of the treatise, and the second 
volume is to contain the statutes and rules and forms, and standing 
orders of both Houses. The main feature of the new edition is, of 
course, the Railway and Canal Traffic Act of last year, the various 
sections of which are carefully incorporated with the text. We find 
the recent cases duly noticed, and a special word of commendation 
| should.be given to the tabular statutes of the decisions as to traffic 
| facilities, &c., at pp. 471 and 476, The new edition appears at a very 
opportune time, and is likely to maintain the reputation of the work, 











CORRESPONDENCE. 


DEEDS OF ARRANGEMENT ACT, 1887—EX PARTE MILNE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I am glad to see, from a paragraph in your journal to-day, 
| that the recent decision of Cave and Charles, JJ., in Ex parte Miln:, 
| Re Batten (37 W. R. 303), under the Deeds of Arrangement Act, 1887, 
| is to be appealed against. At the same time it appears to me that a 

great deal of misapprehension exists as to the effect of that decision, 
| and that it does not go to anything like the length that it is generally 
supposed to do. 

Most practitioners with whom I have discussed the point seem to 
think that the case decides that the mere signature of a deed by 
creditors after registration will avoid the deed, and that, as it is 
impossible in the great majority of cases to get all the signatures 
| within the seven days allowed for registration, it practically makes 

private arrangements by deed nugatory. 

Now I do not read the case as deciding anything of the sort. To 
my mind, in order to appreciate the real effect of the case we must 
closely examine the exact expressions used in naming the parties to 
the deed. These are, according to the report of the case in the 
| Week!y Reporter, first, the debtor; secondly, the trustee ; thirdly, the 
committee of inspection; and, fourthly, ‘‘the several persons, com- 
panies, and firms whose names are hereunder signed and affixed, being 
creditors of the debtor, and all other creditors acceding hereto.” In 
the report of the case which appeared in the current volume of the 
Sonicirors’ JOURNAL (ante, p. 235) the above statement of the 
parties to the deed does not appear, and hence apparently the mis- 
apprehetsion which I think has arisen. 

To my mind the decision may be perfectly correct upon the facts of 
that case (but even that I venture to doubt, and am glad we are to 
have the decision of the Court of Appeal thereon), yet it will only 
affect a very small percentage of deeds heretofore in use. The 
general form of stating the partiesof the 4th part I find to be something 
as follows :—‘‘ The several persons, companies, and firms whose names 
are specified in the first column of the schedule hereunder written, being 
creditors of the debtor.’ Now the difference between the two 
expressions in italics is, I think, very great. In the former case the 
signing and affixing of the signatures of the creditors respectively is 
necessary to make such creditors parties to the deed and entitled to 
the benefit thereof. It is, therefore, a reasonable deduction to hold 
that they must be so made parties before registration, and that their 











The | being added afterwards materially alters the deed, and so renders it 
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void. But in the latter case all that is necessary is to take care to 
append a complete schedule of creditors to the deed before registra- 
tion, and it follows that whether the creditors execute it before or 
after will not affect the question of its validity. 
Henry P, Jones. 
29, Booth-street, Manchester, March 16. 





COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitora’ Journal.] 


Sir,—I think it may be of advantage to the profession if you 
would discuss in your valuable journal the principle, and scale, on 
which costs in remitted actions founded on contract, where the 
plaintiff recovers a sum of £20 or upwards, but less then £50, are to 
be taxed. 

At first you may say there is no principle involved, and the costs 
must be taxed on the county court scale. 

It may, of course, be conceded that such costs are to be taxed on 
the county court scale, but how, and in what way, is that scale to 
be applied to the proceedings in the action prior to the period when 
the order remitting the action is filed at the county court? By 
section 65 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the costs of the order, 
and all proceedings previously thereto, shall be allowed according to 
the scale of costs for the time being in use in the Supreme Court. 

By County Court Order 50, r. 7, such scale is not to apply to 
remitted actions founded on contract where the plaintiff recovers a 
sum, exclusive of costs, less than £50. 

But ord. 50, r. 1, says: In every action in any court all costs 
shall be taxed by the registrar of such court according to the scale 
of costs in the appendix. 

Is, then, the registrar to tax the costs of a remitted action founded 
on contract, where above £20 and less than £50 is recovered, on the 
principle that he is to allow the plaintiff the cost of each step taken 
in the superior court in accordance with column B of the county 
court scale of costs, so far as the items set forth in such column B 
are applicable to such steps, or is he to disallow the costs of all pro- 
ceedings taken in the superior court, and only allow the costs of such 
imaginary steps as would have been taken if the action had been 
commenced in a county court, seeing that the plaintiff is at liberty 
to sue in either court ” 

The marginal note to section 116, County Courts Act, 1888, is 
‘costs where not recoverable in High Court.” What is the effect of 
the wording of this section on the question above referred to? Is 
the proper time for obtaining a certificate for costs in accordance 
with the Supreme Court scale when the order remitting the action 
is made in chambers, or, under ord. 22, r. 10, canthe county court 
judge, having regard to section 116 above referred to, make such 
order as to costs as he may think fit? The scale of costs, column B, 
allows a fee for attendance on a summors in chambers, instructions 
for affidavit, drawing, and attendance on deponent being sworn. 

Again, assume that the registrar taxes off all the costs of the pro- 
ceedings in the High Court, and the solicitor, having regard to the 
proviso in section 116 above referred to, claim from his client the 
costs so taxed off as costs between solicitor and client, and such costs 
come before the registrar for taxation, is the registrar to disallow, 
as between solicitor and client, such costs, or is he to allow them 
(vide heading to scale) as against the client, but disallow them as 
between party and party ? B. 

March 20, 





COUNSEL’S RETAINERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.]} 


Sir,—Some of the rules relating to counsel’s retainers are not well 
known, and as they are far from satisfactory, and in some instances 
throw a most unnecessary expense on a litigant, I venture to call 
your attention to one or two points, and to the inconsistencies and 
difficulties occasioned by the present system. 

Retainers add very considerably to the cost of litigation, and 
practically no services are performed for the outlay, therefore one 
would think that the payment of a very nominal fee would be suffi- 
cient to insure a litigant, ora possible litigant, having the first call 
upon certain counsel’s services. But, as a fact, I believe, if a client 
wishes to generally retain the services of a Queen’s Counsel through 
the courts he must give, before litigation begins, a general retainer 
of five guineas, and in the case of some counsel I believe it is con- 
sidered necessary to give a double retainer, so as to cover both the 
Chancery and Queen’s Bench Divisions. But here again these fees, 
whether single or double, would only cover the courts of first in- 
stance and Court of Appeal, and in order to secure his counsel in the 
House of Lords the litigant must give a further general retainer of 
eleven guineas. Again, should he be likely to go to the Privy 
Council at any time, another general retainer of eleven guineas is 
requisite. This makes a total sum of thirty-two guineas (to which 





mey be added special retainers) a very pleasant amount for a counsel 
to receive, but an unsatisfactory sum for a client to have to pay. I 
should have thought that one general retainer ought to be sufficient, 
and should include all the courts, the Privy Council, and the House 
of Lords, and that separate retaining fees before the two last- 
mentioned tribunals should be abolished. 

With regard to the unsatisfactory way in which the present system 
works, I would point out that on some occasions a counsel who has 
been generally retained, who has also had a special retainer and 
argued for a client in a case in the court of first instance and in the 
Court of Appeal, has received from his previous opponents a general 
retainer for the House of Lords, and under such retainer his services 
have been retained, and he has argued against the cause he previously 
supported in the two courts below. As to the morality of solicitors 
seeking to retain au opponent’s counsel, or of a counsel under such 
circumstances accepting a brief and arguing against the case he has 
previously supported upon such a general retainer, I do not wish to 
express an opinion, as no doubt both parties are acting within their 
strict rights under the very bad rules relating to retainers, But I am 
quite sure that the public, apart from lawyers, would be surprised at 
the idea of such a thing being possible, and that the transaction 
would not be regarded with favour or as creditable to the legal pro- 
fession. The net result of this rule is that a litigant who may have 
occasion to appeal to the House of Lords must expend eleven guineas 
in a general retainer and two guineas in a special retainer so as 
to be certain that the counsel representing him in the court of 
appeal and first instance (who have received fees, moreover, in those 
courts for arguing his case besides general and special retaining fees) 
can continue to represent him and not argue against him in the House 
of Lords. 

In a recent case the manufacturers of an article had given general 
retainers to counsel. The owner cf a patent alleged that the article 
was an infringement. He wished to employ the counsel generally 
retained by the manufacturers, but his general retainers were subse- 
quent in date. To avoid the effect of priority the patentee sued 
a purchaser of the manufactured article. The purchaser brought the 
manufacturers into the proceedings as third parties, and the latter 
defended such proceedings and claimed their counsel generally 
retained. The Attorney-General, to whom the question was referred, 
held that the patentee was entitled to the services of the counsel. 
This decision practically does away with the benefit of general 
retainers given by manufacturers who may have their manufactured 
articles attacked by a patentee, as the patentee can always avoid the 
operation of prior retainers by suing the user of the article. 

I have no doubt many other inconsistencies exist with reference to 
retainers, and I cannot help thinking that if the Bar Committee and 
Council of the Incorporated Law Society were to take the matter in 
hand they would easily formulate some rules which would work more 
satisfactorily than the present ones. I would suggest that one 
general retainer should cover all tribunals, and that a counsel who 
has had one special retainer in a case, or held a brief in a case, should 
be bound, before acting for the other side in the same case in the 
House of Lords, to tender his services to his first client. 

Reasons for the existing rules, no doubt, can be given, and I dare 
say very interesting, and possibly, in bygone times, good ones. But 
I venture to submit that no good reasons can now be given for the 
continuance of such rules, and the sooner they are altered the better. 
Retainers, I imagine, were originated for the benefit of the client, 
and not of the bar, and I trust that something will be done to place 
them on a more satisfactory footing. A. 





STAMPS ON ASSIGNMENTS OF LIFE POLICIES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—‘H. B.” calls attention to section 19 of the Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1888, which enacts that ‘‘no payment shall be 
made to any person claiming under any such assignment (of a policy 
of life assurance) unless the same is duly stamped,” and adds that 
the insurance companies ‘‘ should not be asked to assist in defrauding 
the Inland Revenue.” 

The company acting up to these principles should carry them 
further, and pay the amount of the stamp duty and poely as 
‘* conscience money ” out of the money in hand. As in the case in 


point the assignment is indorsed on the policy, which would be 
handed over, a receipt for the surrender value (£12 1s. 9d.) might be 


dispensed with. HARMER STEELE. 


21, College-hill, London, E.C., March 18, 


A vacancy has been causcd on the Guernsey judicial bench by the 
sudden death of Mr. George Allez, one of the jurats of the Royal Court. 
The deceased gentleman, who was in his sixty-seventh year, was elected 
to the honorary office which he so ably filled in 1870, and was held in the 
highest esteem by the community at large. 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


PAY OFFICE OF THE SUPREME COURT. 





The following circular letter has been sent to the principal solicitors | 


and bankers who have business relations with the Pay Office :— 


Pay Office of the Supreme Court, London, W.C., 
16th March, 1889. 


Sir,—It may be a convenience to you to know that the work of this | 


office will be rearranged at the close of the current month; and that 
the new distribution of accounts will be as follows :— 

The accounts arising out of Chancery suits and matters will be dealt 
with in four divisions, viz. :— 


1st Division, A to C ) 
2nd ss D toH § 
3rd os I toQ 58 
4th ,, RtoZ t se si 5 

In Room 47 


5th - i —- ee f (lately occupied by the 
—— Bank of England). 
The term “ Public Works, &c.”’ will include accounts of funds con- 
nected with Parliamentary undertakings—c.g. : Railways, Tramways, 
Canals, Docks, Waterworks, Gas Companies, &c.; also Municipal Cor- 
porations and other local Authorities, Colleges, Charities, Land 
Commissioners, and Public Bodies of Trustees. 
These changes are intended to simplify the classification of Accounts, 


Room for Payment. 


AY’ 


to concentrate payments as far as possible, and to provide better | 


accommodation for the public.—I am, your obedient servant, 
W. HENRY WHITE, Paymaster. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT, 1888, 


To the Provisional Council for the administrative County of London, to | 
the Metropolitan Board of Works, and to all others whom it may | 


concern, 
Whereas, application has been made to us, the Local Government 


Board, by the Provisional Council for the administrative County of | 


London to appoint the 21st day of March instant as the appointed day in 
the said countv in reference to such of the provisions of the Local Govern- 


ment Act, 1888, as relate to the transfer to the London County Council of 


the powers, duties, property, debts, and liabilities of the Metropolitan 
Board of Works and to the officers of the Board; to appoint the said 21st 
day of March as the day on which the said Provisional Council shall 
become the County Council in regard to the above-mentioned provisions ; 
and to direct that the first meeting of the London County Council shall 
be held on the 2lst day of March instant, anything in the said Act or in 
the Acts incorporated therewith as to notice or otherwise to the contrary 
notwithstanding, Now, therefore, we, the Local Government Board, in 
pursuance of the powers given to us by the Local Government Act, 1888, 
in that behalf, hereby order as follows :— 

Article I.—In reference to such of the provisions of the said Local 


Government Act as relate to the transfer to the London County Council | 


of the powers, duties, property, debts, and liabilities of the Metropolitan 


Board of Works, and to the officers and servants of the Board, the | 
appointed day i the administrative County of London shall be the 21st | 


day of March, 1889. 

Article II.—In regard to the above-mentioned provisions, the Provisional 
Council for the said administrative county shall become the London 
County Council on the said 21st day of March, 1889. 

Article IiI.—The London Oounty Council shall hold their first meeting 
on the 21st day of March, 1889, anything in the said Act or in the Acts 
incorporated therewith as toa notice or otherwise to the contrary not- 
withstanding. 

Given under the seal of office of the Local Government Board this 19th 
day of March, in the year 1889. 
Cuas. T. Rircure, President. 
Hvucu Owen, Secretary. 





aun ee 


In the course of his charge to the grand jury at the Glamorganshire | 
Assizes on the 14th inst., Mr. Justice Grantham said he was sorry that in | 


the capital county of the Principality, as in other parts of Wales, while 
there was no doubt great immunity from general crime against person and 


property, there was one class of crime which the people did not seem to | q 


regard as such, and by reference to which some of his learned brethren 
had given great offence. But it was no use for people to shut their eyes 
to facts which were clear, and there was no doubt that it had been brought 


home clearly to him since he had been in the Principality that the crime | 


of perjury was remarkably rife. He had been through several counties in 
South Wales and had nothing to try iu ordinary crime at all, but he had 
had a great deal of perjury, and it was the same in North Wales as 
in the South. At the present assizes, though there were only fourteen 
or fifteen cases to be tried, there were three, four—even five or six— 
of them on charges of perjury of a character which, somehow or another, 
were very rife in this part of the country. He did not know why 
it should be, but the fact remained, and in Wales it was peculiar that this 
perjury and forgery had reference to willed property and money. He 
himself had had to try cases between relatives who committed the grossest 


perjury. 


: = 
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CASES OF THE WEEK.* 


Court of Appeal, 
| ARNISON v. SMITH—No. 2, 20th March. 
| R. 8. C., LVIIT, 4—Arrzar—Fresuh Evinence—‘‘Spscran Grounps,” 


This was an application by appellants for leave to adduce fresh evi- 
dence on the hearing of their appeal. The action was an action of deceit, 
brought by fifty-four plaintiffs against the promoter and the directors of 
la company, to recover damages for an alleged misrepresentation contained 
| in a prospectus of the company, by which the plaintiffs respectively had 

been induced to subscribe for debenture stock of the company. The 
| plaintiffs were all represented by one solicitor, though many of them had 
| not previously been his clients. At the trial twelve of the plaintiffs, by 

reason of illness, did not attend, and could not, therefore, be called to 
| prove that they had acted on the faith of the representations contained in 
| the prospectus. No evidence was given on their behalf. Their solicitor 
| was informed for the first time while the trial was in progress that these 
| plaintiffs would be unable to attend, and he had not then time to procure 
affidavits from their medical attendants before the trial was concluded, 
| With regard to the other plaintiffs, Kekewich, J., held that the misrepre- 
sentation had been proved, and that those plaintiffs had also proved that 
| they had acted on the prospectus, and his lordship gave judgment for 
them. As regarded the twelve plaintiffs, the action was dismissed. The 
twelve plaintiffs gave notice of appeal, and they now asked that they 
might be at liberty, on the hearing of the appeal, to give evidence vivd 
voce on their own behalf to support their case, on the ground that 
they were unable, through illness and other unavoidable causes, to attend 
| and give evidence on their own behalf at the trial. 
| ‘Tue Court (Corton, Linpuey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) refused the applica- 
| tion. Corron, L.J., thought that there were no ‘‘special grounds”’ for 
allowing fresh evidence to be adduced, The case was not like one in 
which 4 plaintiff had given some evidence in support of his case, but by 
some slip he had not proved all which was necessary in order to make 
out his case. These plaintiffs had not given any evidence at the trial, and 
| it would be a very dangerous precedent to allow a case to be tried for the 
first time in the Court of Appeal. The plaintiffs did not choose to attend 
to their own case, or to see that their solicitor was properly instructed. 
Under the present practice a number of plaintiffs who had separate causes 
of action could join together in one action, but each of them stood in an 
independent position. The mere fact that they had adopted this form of 
action was not a ‘‘special ground ”’ for admitting fresh evidence on the 
| hearing of an appeal. The case was not within the spirit of the rule, It 
might, possibly, be that, when the appeal came on to be heard, the court 
would be able to direct that the dismissal of the action as regarded the 
twelve plaintiffs should be without prejudice to their bringing a fresh 
action. His lordship only threw that out asa suggestion. Linpiey and 
Lorgs, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsei, Neville, Q.C., and Oswald; Farwell. 
Souicitors, Z. Kimber ; Burn § Berridge. 


ROBINSON v. KILVERT—No. 2, 15th March. 


LANDLORD AND TEBNANT—WARRANTY—FitNEss OF DemisEp PREMISES FOR 
PartTICULAR Bustiness—NUISANCE. 


In this case a question of warranty arose as between landlord and 
tenant. On the 28th of February, 1887, the defendants agreed to let to 
the plaintiff the ground floor ot a warehouse at Manchester for the term 
of seven years from the 25th of March of that year. The plaintiff, as the 
defendants were aware, took the premises as a warehouse for paper and 
twine. Before entering into the agreement the plaintiff inspected the 
cellar below, to ascertain whether the floor of the room would be strong 
| enough to bear the weight of his goods. He saw a boiler there, and, 
| according to his evidence, he told one of the lessors that it would not do 
| for them to use the boiler, because it would dry his paper. The lessor 
| replied that the boiler would probably never be used again, except for 

lighting the warehouse with electricity. The lessor denied that he made 
this statement. The plaintiff saw that there was no ceiling to the cellar. 
The plaintiff went into possession of the ground floor of the warehouse, 
and had since carried on there the business of a paper and twine merchant. 
No formal lease was executed. In September, 1887, the defendants com- 
menced carrying on the business of paper box makers in the cellar below 
the plaintiff's premises, and in doing so they used the boiler and some 
steam piping in connection with it. The result was to heat the plaintiff's 
premises so that sometimes the temperature of the floor rose to 80°. 
‘he plaintiff complained that this heat injured his paper by making it too 
| dry. The plaintiff claimed an injunction to restram the defendants from 
| heating and drying the air in his premises so as to cause damage to him in 


his business, and he also claimed damages. Bristowe, V.C., held that no. 


| warranty, express or implied, had been given by the defendants to the 

plaintiff that the premises were fit for the purpose of his business, and he 

| dismissed the action. 

| Tue Court (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorgs, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision, 
Corron, L J., saidthat the Vice-Chancellor had decided that there wasno war- 

| ranty by the defendants, express or implied, that the premises were fit for 
purpose of the plaiatiff’s business. But the case had been put before the 
Court of Appeal in a somewhat different way. It was said that the 
defendants were committing a nuisance, and also that they were inter- 

fone. with the plaintiff's proper user of iis premises. If the heat 


* These cases are specially reported for the SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL by barristers 
appointed in the different courts, 
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coming from the defendants’ pipes to the plaintiff’s premises had inter- 
fered with an ordinary user of them, it might have been a nuisance. But 
it had never been held that, when a person was doing something which 
was not in itself noxious ora nuisance, it became a nuisance because it 
caused injury to some particular person or trade. It would be wrong to 
say that a man committed a nuisance by doing something which was not 
in itself noxious, merely because he cavsed injury to some particular 
trade, when that which he was doing did not interfere with the ordinary 
enjoyment of life and the carrying on of an ordinary trade. Then it was 
contended for the plaintiff that there was an implied covenant by the 
defendants, of which they had committed a breach. The covenant sug- 
gested was one for quiet enjoyment, or not to interfere with the plaintift’s 
user of the demised premises. The evidence shewed that, when the 
plaintiff took the premises, he said that he should use it as a paper ware- 
house. That indicated that the defendants knew that the plaintiff 
would use the warehouse for the purpose of storing paper. But there was 
nothing to indicate that the plaintiff would carry on trade in the particular 
kind of paper in which he did—namely, brown paper and tissue paper. As to 
tissue paper, however, it did not appear that any injury was done to it 
by the heat, nor would the heat be injurious to the business of an 
ordinary paper merchant. But brown paper was rendered brittle by dry- 
ness and lost weight. That, however, was not known to the defendants. 
The plaintiff could not, therefore, establish an implied covenant on the 
defendants’ part. If the plaintiff when he took the premises saw the 
boiler and found that the temperature was normal, he should have stipn- 
lated against any raising of the temperature of his floor. But he had 
not done this, and he must see if he could not in some way prevent the 
heat from the defendants’ pipes reaching the paper in his warehouee. 
In his lordship’s opinion the decision of the Vice-Chancellor was perfectly 
right. Linptry and Lorgs, LJJ., concurred.—Counse.t, Henn Collins, 
QC., and Hopkinson; Crackanthorpe, Q.C., and Maherly. Soxicrrors, 
Chester & Co; T. E. Jones, Manchester. 


BOLTON AND PARTNERS (LIM ) v. LAMBERT—No. 2, 18th March. 


ParncipAL AND AcEnt—Contract ny AGENT wiTHOUT AUTHORITY—Svunsk- 
QUENT RATIFICATION BY PRINCIPAL—PRRVIOUS REPUDIATION BY OTHER 
PARTY TO ConTRACT—RELATION BACK OF RATIFICATION. 


An important question arose in this case as to the effect of the ratifica- 
tion by a principal of a contract entered into by an unauthorized agent, the 
contract having been meanwhile repudiated by the other party to it. The 
action was for specific performance of a contract to accept a lease. In 
December, 1886, the plaintiffs were the holders of a lease for ten years, 
from March, 1884, of some sugar works. On the 8th of December, 
1886, the defendant wrote to the company, offering to take a lease of the 
premises for the remainder of the term at an annual rent of £3,500. On 
the 13th of December one of the directors of the company wrote to the 
defendant that the directors accepted the offer, and that the company’s 
solicitor had been instructed to prepare the necessary documents. Some 
correspondence ensued, and on the 13th of January, 1887, the defendant 
wrote to the company that he withdrew his offer. On the 17th of January 
the plaintiffs issued the writ in this action, claiming specific performance 
of the agreement contained in the letters of the 8th and 13th of December. 


At the time when the letter of the 13th of December was written the | 


director had no authority to accept the defendant’s offer on behalf of the 
company, and his acceptance was not ratified by the company till after 
the 13th of January, 1887. The defendant insisted (inter alia) that he had 
power to withdraw, and had withdrawn, from the contract before it was 
made binding by any ratification on the part of the company. Keke- 
wich, J., held that the ratification related back to the date of the 
original acceptance by the director, and gave judgment for specific per- 
formance. 

Tue Court (Corron, Linpiey, and Lorrs, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Corton, L.J., said that the rule was well known that, when an act was 
done by a man who professed to act as an agent, and his act was after- 
wards ratified by the principal, that ratification was thrown back to the 
date of the act done by the agent, and he was placed in the same position 
as if he had actually had the authority at the time. His lordship referred 
to Hagerdern v. Oliver (2 Ma. & Sel. 455) and Ancona v. Marks (7 H. & N. 
686). Of course, the rule was subject to several exceptions. An estate 
once vested could not be divested by the operation of a ratification, and 
the ratification could not be thrown back so as to make the act of a person 
unlawful and tortious. His lordship referred to Walter v. James (L. R. 6 
Ex. 124), Bird v. Brown (4 Ex. 786), and Lyeliv. Kennedy (18 Q. B. D. 799) as 
exceptions to the general rule, but said that those cases did not support the 
defendant’s contention. The proper view was, that the letter of the 13th 
of December made a contract, subject to its being shewn that the director 
had authority to bind his principals. If that were not shewn, there would 
be no contract on the part of the company at all. As soon as there was 
authority in the director to bind the company it was thrown back and pre- 
vented the defendant from withdrawing his offer, because it was no longer 
an offer, but a contract binding the company. The case, so far as his 
lordship knew, was new, but the principle was established. Linpiey, 
L.J., was of the same opinion. The question was, What was the conse- 
quence of the withdrawal of his offer by the defendant after the accept- 
ance by the agent, but before ratification by the principals? It was said, 
on the one hand, that the ordinary principles of contract applied ; that the 
offer could be withdrawn before acceptance. As a general pro- 
position that was true. But the question here was, not whether a 
mere offer could be withdrawn, but whether, when there had been 
an acceptance in fact, though by a person not then authorized, the con- 
tract could be withdrawn from? He could find no authority for the 
proposition that it could. But the argument for the defendant turned 





on this, that the acceptance went absolutely for nothing. That the 
acceptance did not go for nothing was apparent from Walter v. James 
(L. R. 6 Ex. 124). Lopgs, L.J., said that, 1f there had been no withdrawal 
of the defendant’s offer, the ratification by the plaintiffs would have related 
back to the time of the acceptance of the offer by the director, and the 
plaintiffs would have adopted a contract made on their behalf. It was 
said that there was no contract that could be ratified, because the director, 
at the time he accepted the defendant’s offer, had no authority to act for 
the plaintiffs. But, as soon as the director, on behalf and in the name of 


‘the plaintiffs, accepted the original offer, his lordship thought there was a 


contract made by him assuming to act for the plaintiffs, subject to proof 
by the plaintiffs that the director had their authority; as soon as they 
proved that, the doctrine of ratification applied, and gave the same effect 
to the contract as it would have had if the director had been clothed with 
a precedent authority to make it. If he had acted under a precedent 
authority, the withdrawal of the offer by the defendant would have been 
inoperative, and it was equally inoperative when the plaintiffs had ratified 
and adopted the contract of their agent. To hold otherwise would be to 
deprive the doctrine of ratification of its retrospective effect. To use the 
words of Martin, B., in Brook v. Hook (L. R. 6 Ex. 96), the ratification 
would not be “‘ dragged back, as it were, and made equipollent to a prior 
command,’’—CounsgL, Seward Brice, Q.C., and 7. Ltbton; Warmington, 
~— and Chadwyck Healey. Sortcrrons, Smith ¢ Leaver ; Spencer White- 
ead, 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re COOK, COOK v. COOK—North, J., 18th March. 


Wiit—Copic1r— Property Comprisep>—Witts Act, 1837, s. 24—Con- 
FIRMATION OF CopiciL ny Supsequent Copicit—CHANGE IN Sunsgecte 
MATTER OF GIFT. 


In this case a question arose as to the operation of section 24 of the 
Wills Act, which provides that “every will shall be construed, with 
reference to the real estate and personal estate comprised in it, to speak 
and take effect as ifit had been executed immediately before the death of 
the testator.”’ A testator had grauted a lease of some property to his 
sons, with an option to purchase it at a specified price and on certain 
terms. By the first codicil to his will he recited the lease, and directed 
that, in case his sons should exercise the option, they should be at liberty 
to pay the purchase-money in certain instalments, instead of in one sum, 
After the execution of this codicil the lease was surrendered by the sons, 
and a new lease was granted to them by the testator of the property 
comprised in the first lease, together with some additional property, at a 
rent and on terms differing from those of the first lease. The new lease 
also gave the sons an option to purchase the property comprised in it on 
somewhat different terms. After the date of the second lease the testator 
executed a second codicil, by which he simply confirmed the first codicil. 
The question was whether the provision in the first codicil as to the pay- 
ment of the purchase-money in the event of the exercise of the option to 
purchase applied to the option given by the new lease. It was con- 
tended on behalf of the sons that it did—(1) on the ground that, by 
virtue of section 24, the first codicil must be taken to speak as regarded 
the property comprised in it from immediately before the testator’s 
death ; and (2) on the ground that the confirmation of the first codicil by 
the second had the effect of extending the operation of the first codicil to 
the lease which existed at the date of the second—in other words, that the 
effect was the same as if the second codicil had recited the second lease 
and had contained a direction similar to that contained in the first. 

Noxtn, J., overruled both these contentions, and decided that the sons 
were not entitled, with regard to the option of purchase contained in the 
second lease, to the benefit of the provision contained in the first 
codicil. As to the first point, he said that the gift by the first codicil was 
made in the event of the sons exercising an option which, at the time of 
the testator’s death, had ceased to exist, and could not have been 
exercised. The first codicil could not apply to a new option on different 
terms. What, then, was the effect of the confirmation by the second 
codicil? When the subject-matter of a gift had ceased to exist, a mere 
confirmation of the gift would not have the effect of setting up the gift 
again so as to make it operate upon a new subject-matter.—CounsgL, 
Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Maidlow; Crackanthorpe, Q.O., and Farwell, 
Soxtcrrors, Thompson, Brooks, § Danby. 


JENNEY v. MACKINTOSH—North, J., 18th March. 


DeErENDANT OUT OF JURISDICTION—ORDER FOR SERVICE OUT OF JURISDIC- 
TION—ARRANGEMENT MADE WITH OTHER DEFENDANTS BEFORE TRIAL— 
Power To TRY ACTION AGAINST DEFENDANT OUT OF JURISDICTION ALONE 
—Quvestion or Foreign Law—Deraence Sravck ovr ror DsravuLt IN 
Answertnc Inrernocatorres—R, 8.C., XL, 1 (g); XXXL, 21. 


A question arose in this case as to the operation of an order for service 
of the writ in an action on one of the defendants, who was & British sub- 
ject residing in Trinidad, the other defendants being in England. The 
order for service was made under rule 1 (g) of order 11, which enables the 
court to allow service of a writ out of the jurisdiction when ‘‘ any person 
out of the jurisdiction is a necessary or proper party to an action properly 
brought against some other person duly served within the jurisdiction. 
The defendant was served in Trinidad, and he appeared and delivered a 
defence. Before the action came on for trial the plaintiff had made 
arrangements with the other defendants, and the action came on for trial 
against the defendant who was out of the jurisdiction alone. __ 

Norru, J., at first felt some doubt whether he had jurisdiction to try 
the action, but ultimately he came to the conclusion that, the order for 
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rervice out of the jurisdiction having been properly made at the time 
when it was made, ard the defendant having been properly served under 
it, the operation of the eervice did not cease by reason of what bad siuce 
happened. [This view appearsto agree with what was said by the Court 
cf Appeal in Massey v. Heynes (21 Q. B. D. 330, 32 Soxtcrrors’ JovrNAaL, 
627).] 

Another point in the case arose thus. 
enforce againet real estate in Trinidad the trusts of a creditors’ deed 
executed by an English debtor who owned some real estate in Trinidad. 
The execution of the deed was not, however, attested in the mode 
required by the law of Trinidad, and it was, therefore, ineffectual to pass 
the legal estate in land situate there. The debtor was dead. He had 
made a will, but had died intestate as to real estate. The plaintiffs 
had established their rights under the deed in a suit in the Court of Chan- 
cery as against the testator’s executors. The defendants to the present 


action were the persons in whom the legal estate in the land in Trinidad | 


was vested. The plaintiffs alleged in their statement of claim (in accord- 
ance with an opinion whick they had obtained from a barrister practising 
in Trinidad) that, according to the Jaw of that colony, the beneficial 
interests in the land of the testator, and all persons who claimed through 
him, were bound by the creditors’ deed. The Trinidad defendant, by bis 
defence, denied this allegation, His defence was afterwards struck out, 
under the provisions of rule 21 of order 31, because he had failed to comply 
with an order that he should answer interrogatories delivered by the 
plaintiffs. That rule provides that, if a defendant fails to comply with 
an order to answer interrogatories, he shall be liable ‘‘ to have his defence, 
if any, struck out, and to be placed in the same position as if he had not 
defended,” and that an order to that effect may be made on the applica- 
tion of the party interrogating. It was argued on behalf of the plaintiffs 


that, the defence being struck out, the defendant must be taken to have | 


admitted the plaintiffs’ allegations, and, that being so, there was nothiug 
but a dry legal estate vested in the defendant, and the court would, as the 
plaintiffs asked, make an order vesting the estate in them, and direct a 
sale for the purpose of carrying out the trusts of the deed. 

North, J., declined to do this at present. 
judgment asked for, he might be doing great injustice to the defendant. 
‘fhe court was asked, in effect, to decide the legal question as to the effect 
of the law of Trinidad. A question of foreign law was a question of 
fact, and he did not think the question had been sufficiently proved in the 
present case to justify him in concluding it now. The defendant had 
denied that the law was what the plaintiffs alleged it to be, and, though the 
defence had been struck out, it was struck out for a collateral reason only, 
not because it was wrong. It would be better that the legal question 
should be determined in Trinidad. The action must stand over generally 
with the view of proceedings being taken in Trinidad, and without pre- 
judice to such proceedings. Liberty to apply would be given.—Covnss1, 
Napier Higgins, Q.C., and Medd. Souicrrors, Maples, Teesdale, § Co. 


Re MEDLAND, ELAND ». MEDLAND.—North, J,, 16th March. 
TrusTEE—INVeEsTMENT oF Trust EstatE—Mortcace Security necOME IN- 
SUFFICIENT—Dvety or Truster TO Repvce Amount oF MortGace Denr— 
ArpLicaTion oF Two-turrps Rvute—Drscretion or Trustee—Jvrispic- 

tT10on OF CovrT—OnrIGINATING SummMons—Costs—R. 8. C., LV., 3. 


This was an originating summons by one of the trustees of a will, as 
plaintiff, against the other two trustees, as defendants, asking that a 
question arisivg in the administration of the trusts of the will might be 
determined by the court —viz.,'whether the trustees ought to take any, and, 
if so, what, steps to call in, or otherwise with respect to, certain mortgage 
securities, for the respective principal sums of £2,000, £1,550, and £2,400, 
and interest, being part of the investments representing a sum of £10,000 
held by the trustees upon trusts declared by the will. The testator be- 


queathed the residue of his personal estate to three trustees, his wife and | 


his son (the defendants) and the plaintiff, on trust, in the first place, to 
appropriate, out of any securities which he might hold at his death, such 
secutities of the nominal value of £10,000 as might be selected by his wife; 
and upon trust to pay the income of the selected securities to her during 
her hfe or widowhood; and, after the determination of that trust, he 


directed that the £10,000, and the securities representing it, should fall into | 
the residue of his estate, which he gave equally between his son (the defen- | 


dant) and his daughter. He empowered bis trustees to permit such part 


of his personal estate as might at the time of his death be invested upon any | 
security yielding interest to continue in the same state of investment | 


£0 long as they should tbink fit; and he declared that his trustees should 


not be answerable for any loss which might be sustained by reason of the | 
insufficiency of any security on which any portion of his personal estate | 


might be invested at the time of his death, and of their continuing the 
same in that state of investment. 
trustees to vary investments. The testator died in December, 1872, and 


after his death the widow selected certain of his securities to satisfy the | 
legacy of £10,000, and on the 27th of June, 1873, she and the other | 


trustees executed a deed poll appropriating the securities so selected 
accordingly. Among the securities thus selected were the three mort- 
gages now in question. On the lst of June, 1875, the daughter married, 


and on the previous day a settlement of her interest under the will was | 


executed. There were three trustees of this settlement, the plaintiff 
and the brother beivg two of them. The third trustee was not made a 
party to the summons, 
the widow, the son, the daughter, and her intended husband, giving the 
trustees of the will power to invest the £10,000 on the securities mentioned 
in that deed, and to vary the investments, The three mortgages in 
question were upon agricultnral land, and, though the interest upon them 
had been regularly paid by the mortgagors, the land had very much 
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| diminished in value, so as to form a much less sufficient security for the 
mortgage money than it did at the time when the money was originally 
advauced. A valuation had been made in October, 1888, and the valuer 
had reported that the land comprised in the mortgage for £2,000 was 
worth only £1,800; the land comprised in the mortgage for £1,550 only 
£1,665; and the land comprised in the mortgage for £2,400 only £2,340, 
The plaintiff had insisted that steps ought to be taken at once to reduce 
| the amount of the mortgage debt in each case to not more than two-thirds 
of the present value of the property. The other trustees considered that 
they had a discretion, and that a less reduction would be sufficient. It 
was objected, on behalf of the defendants, that there was no jurisdiction 
to determine the question on an originating summons, and that the court 
ought not, at the imstance of one trustee, to interfere with the discretion 
given by the will to the trustees, and thus, in effect, to take away the 
discretion from them. 

Norru, J., held that he had the same power to determine the question 
| on an originating summons as he would, under the old practice, have had 
| in an administration action, He thought that under the will the trustees, 

notwithstanding the appropriation of the mortgages to the £10,000 legacy, 

bad a discretion as to calling them in. But he did not think it was their 

duty, so soon as the value of the security fell below the two-thirds limit, 

at once to take steps to call in or reduce the amount of the mortgage debt. 

The object of the two-thirds rule was to provide a margin to cover fluctua. 

tions iu value of the property. He did not think that a diminution in the 
| value of the property, bringing it to a little above the amount of the 
mortgage debt, would be a ground for at once calling itin. On the other 
hand, if the value should fall to one-third of the amount of the debt it 
might be the duty of the trustees to call in the debt. It would be their 
duty, when they found that the security was becoming insufficient, to con- 
sider what was the best thing to be done for the estate, and this might 
d« pend upon whether the mortgagor was insolvent, or was a wealthy man 
well able to pay off the debt. The matter must be dealt with by practical 
men. In the present case his lordship thought that the trustees had not 
acted together as much as they ought to have done, though he was satis- 
fied that the plaintiff had not taken a reasonable view. His lordship was 
not now in a position to say exactly what ought to be done, and he 
must direct an inquiry in chambers what ought to be done with the three 
mortgage securities. He was satisfied that he had jurisdiction to do this. 
He felt bound to give the trustees any assistance which be could, but, all 
the beneficiaries not being before the court, he could not do so at the 
expense of the trust estate. He should make no order as to costs — 
CounseL, Napier Iiggins, Q.C., aud Vaughan Hawkins; Cczens-Hardy, 
Q.C., and Hornell. Soxicrrors, Palmer, Eland, § Nettleship ; Hopgood § 
Dowson. 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 
The sixty-second half-yearly general meeting of this association was 
held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, the 
20th inst., Mr. Geo. Burrow Grecory in the chair. 
The Secretary read the minutes of the previous meeting, and the follow. 
ing report, as circulated among the members present, was taken as read :— 
Since the report, in October, 1888, 32 new members have joined the aesocia- 
tion, making a total of 3,142; of these 1,127 are life, and 2,015 annual 
subscribers. 51 life members are also contributors of annual subscriptions 
ranging from one to ten guineas each. During the six months ending 
; December 31st, 1888, the receipts from all sources amounted to £2,021 93., 

of which the following is a summary :—life subscriptions £132 6s., new 
apnual subscriptions £34 13s., donations £61 9s., arrears £26 5s., renewals 
£879 188., dividends £686 18s., legacies £200. The board gratefully 
acknowledge the sum of £100 remitted by Messrs. Arkcoll & Cockell, solici- 
tors, from the exccutors and trustees of the will of the late Miss Louisa 
McKellar, of Argyll Lodge, Clapham Park. A sum of £100 given by the 
will of the late Mrs. Sara Austen, of London, is also thankfully acknow- 
| ledged, As empowered by the 4th rule, the board have admitted Mr. A. R. 
Harding, of London, one of the executors, as an honorary life member of 
the association. The total capital on December 31st, 1888, consisted of 
£47,897 163. 1ld. Stock, in addition to the sum of £5,263 19s. 10d. now 
pertaining to the Reardon Bequest. During the half-year 90 grants were 
made from the funds, amounting to £1,750. Of this sum 15 members’ 
families received £645, while 20 non-members and 55 non-membrrs’ 
families received £1,105. The sum of £75 was also paid to annuitauts 
from the income of the late Miss Ellen Reardon’s Bequest; £14 to the 
recipient of the ‘* Hollams Aunuity’’; and £15 to the recipient of the 
‘* Victoria Jubilee Annuity.”” These grants, together with the amounts 
recorded in the last half-yearly report, make a total of £4,066 given in 
relief by the association during the year 1888; this is by far the largest 
sum yet awarded in a similar period, and indicates the growing demands 
| upon the funds. Careful inquiry is made into the merits of each appli- 
| cant, and the board would again ask all members to assist in thie direction. 
| The fourth annual report of the Cardiff committee has been received. 
The committee trust that the recent depression is passing, and that 
further new subscriptions will be obtained in the current year. The 
| successful efforts hitherto made at Cardiff will, itis hoped, induce members 
in other large centres to form similar organizations on behalf of the as<o- 
ciation. On December 31st, 1888, a balance of £131 9s. 5d. remained to the 
general credit of the associ«tion at the Union Bank of London, together with 
£27 83. 4d. belonging to the Reardon Trust Account. The directors have 
to record the resignation of their valued colleague, Mr. James Banner 
Newton, of Liverpool, in whose place they have elected Mr. Frederick 
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Marton Hull, of Liverpool. Mr. Adolphus Grimwood Taylor, of Darby, 
has also been elected to fill a vacancy on the board. The board announce 
with much pleasure that Sir Arnold William White has kindly accepted 
their invitation to preside at the twenty-ninth anniversary festival of the 
association, to be held on Thursday, June 27th, 1889, at the Hotel Métro- 

ole. Many subscribers are lost annually through death and other causes, 
aud the festival affords an opportunity for obtaining new supporters ; 
the co-operation of the profession on this occasion is therefore earnestly 
hoped for. 

The CuHAtRMAN, in moving the adoption of the report, said he hoped the 
report of the directors would be considered a satisfactory one; it shewed 
that much useful work had been accomplished. In the half-year assist- 
ance had been granted amounting to £1,854, which, together with the 
grants of the previous half-year, make up the large sum of £4,066 given in 
relief during the year 1888. He (the chairman) would like to see a larger 
sum recorded from new life and annual subscriptions, and did not think the 
immense bene fits confered by the society were properly understood ia the pro- 
fession. A reference to the amounts given away to families of those who had 
paid but asmall eum ix subscriptions shewed what substantial help had been 
afforded. Subscribers should know that if their families should unhappily 
be left in distress, there isa fund to make some provision for them, and, on 
the other hand, subscribers whose widows and orphans are never likely to 
want will always have the satisfaction of having contributed for the 
benefit of others in the same profession. In and out of season, it would 
be his (the chairman’s) pleasure to plead on behalf of the association. It 
was satisfactory vo note that two legacies had been received durivg the 
half-year and added to the invested capital. Of the amount given in 
relief, he was sorry that so much went to cases in the non-members’ class, 
but many distressing claims were presented, and after satisfying the 
members’ applications the board felt obliged to use their surplus funds in 
the non-members’ grants. 

Mr. Joun Tarry having seconded the motion, the report was unani- | 
mously adopted. 

Mr. R. Watt Watt proposed a vote of thanks to the directors and | 
auditors for their services during the past half-year; this was seconded | 
by Mr. CO. M. Barker and carried unanimously. 

A vote of thanks to Mr. G. B. Gregory for presiding brought the 
proceedings to a close. 
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LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupsnts’ Desatine Socrery.—March 12 at 7 p.m., at the Law | 
Institution, Chancery-lane, London—Mr., E. J. C. Savory in the chair.— | 
The debate—‘' That the case of Vagliano Bros. v. Bank of England was | 
wrongly decided ’’—was opened by Mr. A. W. Watson, in the affirmative. | 
He was supported by Messrs. Woodhouse, Parker, Winter, and Todd, 
and opposed by Messrs. Hawtin and Harcourt, jun. Mr. Watson replied, 
and the motion on being put to the society was carried. 

Unrrepv Law Socrery.—Feb. 18 —Mr. A.M Lazarus moved:—‘‘ That | 
that the decision in Vagliano Bros. v. Bank of England was wrong.’’ Mr. 
J. Samuel Green opposed. ‘The following spoke :—For the motion: Mr. 
A. K. Common; against: Messrs. Nathan, Miller, Kains-Jackson, and 
D'Arcy B. Collyer. Mr. Lazarus having replied, the motion was put to 
the house and lost by four votes. 

Feb. 25.—Mr. W. 8. Sherrington moved :—‘“ That it is (1) inexpedient 
and (2) contrary to law that women should sit on the county council.” 
Mr. F. Minchin Voules opposed. The following spoke :—For the motion: 
Messrs. Le Maistre, Strickland, Miller, and Common; against: Messrs. 
Ross Rrown, McMillan, Aiyangar, and Bull. Messrs Hartley and Marcus 
supported the opener on the question of expediency, but agreed with Mr. 
Voules on the legal point. 

March 4.—This evening was devoted to private business. 

March 11.—Mr. Marcus moved :—‘‘That the present Government have 
forfeited all claim to the confidence of the country.’’ He was supported 
by Mr. Aiyangar and opposed by Messrs. Strickland, Conner, and | 
McMillan. On the motion of Mr. Lazarus the debate was adjourned 
until next montb. 

Bristot Law Stvupents’ Socrety.—March 12—Mr. W. D. Watts in the 
chair.—Inthe absenceof Mr. H. 0. Trapne?} through illness, Mr. J. L. V.S. 
Williamg moved :—‘‘ That no difference should be made in the treatment | 
of political and other prisoners.’’ Mr. C. Knee opposed, and the debate | 
was carried on by Messrs. Bowley, Bayliffe, Grey, Knight, A. Taylor, | 
and Cook. On the motion being put to the vote it was lost by a majority 
of three. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Witu1am Witprne, solicitor, of Montgomery, died suddenly on 
the 7th ult. from apoplexy. Mr. Wilding was born in 1824. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1847. He was a perpetual commissioner for 
Montgomeryshire, and he had an extensive private practice. He was for 
thirty-four years clerk tothe Forden Board of Guardians, and he was also 
formerly clerk to the Forden Asseesment Committee, School Attendance 
Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, superintendent-registrar of 
births, deaths, and marriages for the Forden District, town clerk of the 
borough of Montgomery, and clerk to the borough and county magis- 
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trates. Mr. Wi'ding’s ‘death was sudden, but he had been for a long 
time out of health, He was buried on the llth ult. 


Mr. Henry Sryteman Bornopartg Parepy, solicitor (of the firm of 
Preedy & Lane), of Northampton, Kettering, and Thrapston, died at 
Northampton on the 22ad ult., after a somewhat long illness. Mr. Preedy 
was the eldest son of Colonel Preedy, of Fiadbury, Worcestershire. He 
was born in 1845, and he was admitted a solicitor in 1870. Mr. Preedy 
was clerk to the Kettering Board of Guardians, Assessment Committee, 
School Attendance Committee, and Rural Sanitary Authority, Saperintend- 
ent-Registrar of Births, Deaths, and Marriages for the Kettering District, 
aud clerk to the Kettering Burial Board and the Burton Latimer Burial 
Board. He had been for many years inv partnership with Mr. Charles 
William Lane. 

Mr. WrtraAm Epwarp Surtees, barrister, D.0.L., died at his residence, 
Tainfield House, near Taunton, on the 18th ult., in his seventy-eighth 
year, after a long illness. Mr. Surtees was the only son of Mr. Edward 
Surtees, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and was born in 1811. He was edu- 
cated at Winchester and at University College, Oxford, whore he pro- 
ceeded to the degree of D.O.L. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn 
in Trinity Term, 1836. He was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for 
the conuty of Durham, and he was high sheriff in 1866. He was alsoa 
magistrate for Northumberland and Somersetshire. Mr. Surtees devoted 
most of his time to antiquarian studies. He was for several years 
president of the Somersetshire Archwological Society, and he was a liberal 
contributor to the subscription for the restoration of Taunton Castle. He 
was married in 1855 to the widow of General Sir Stephen Chapman, and 
daughter of the Rev. George Pyke. 


Sir Witiram Burtt Ricuarps, late Chief Justice of Canada, died at 
Ottawa on the 26th of January, at the age of seventy-four. Sir W. 
Richards was born in 1814. He was called to the bar in Upper Canada in 
1837. He was for several years Attorney-General of Upper Canada, and 
he was appointed a Queen’s Counsel for that Province in 1850. He wasa 
puisne judge of the Court of Common Pleas in Upper Canada from 1853 
till 1863, when he became Chief Justice of that court. He was Chief 
Justice of Ontario from 1868 till 1875, and Chief Justice of the Dominion 
of Canada from 1875 till 1879. He received the honour of knighthood in 
1877. Sir W. Richards was married in 1846 to the daughter of Mr. John 
Muirhead. 


APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas TuEetwett Katty, solicitor (of the firm of Kelly & Keene), of 
Mold, has been elected President of the Cheshire and North Wales Incor- 
porated Law Society for the ensuing year. Mr. Kelly was admitted a 
solicitor in 1861. He is clerk of the peace for Flintshire, and clerk to the 
county magistrates for the Mold, Hope, Hawarden, and Northop divisions. 
His partner, Mr, Alfred Thomas Keene, is clerk to the Mold Highway 
Board. 


Mr. Cuartes Antuony Branson, solicitor, of Sheffield, has been 
elected President of the Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society for the 
ensuing year. Mr. Branson is vice-consul at Sheffield for the United 
States of America. He was admitted a solicitor in 1853. 


Mr. Tuomas Witu1aAm Hvcues, solicitor, of Flint and Connah’s Quay, 
has been appointed Registration Agent to the Flintshire Conservative 
Association. Mr. Hughes was admitted a solicitor in 1883. 


Mr. Artuur Cuartes Mean, solicitor (of the firm of Messrs. Mead & 
Sons), of 6, Arundell-street, Piccadilly-circus, W., has (in addition to the 
appointment notified in last week’s issue) received a Commission to take 
aflidavits and acknowledgments for the High Oourt of Judicature at Fort 
William, in Bengal. 

Mr. Josern Witui1Am E tis (of the firm of Ellis & Bickexsteth), of 1 & 2, 
Bucklersbury, Cheapside, E.C., has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature. 


CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissOLurTions. 
Arruur Bessamtn Rickarps and Joun Prtrierp, solicitors (Rickards & 
Pittield), 172, Kiug’s-road, Chelsea. Feb. 16. [ Gazette, March 15. 
Ronert Deverevx and Wituram Joun Tasrvm, solicitors (Devereux & 
Tabrum), 14, Biiliter-street, London. March 9, The said Robert 
Devereux will continue to practice at 14, Billiter-street, aforesaid. 
[Gazett’, March 19. 


GENERAL, 


It is stated that on Monday Mr. Bellman, Deputy Town Clerk of 
Oxford, committed suicide in Brownlow-street, Liverpool, whither he 
had gone to visit his married sister before leaving that port for Madeira, 
on account of bis ill-health. Mr. Bellman had been unwell for some 


| time, and dosired to resign; bus an extended holiday was given him 


instead. 

At a meeting of the Society of Chairmen and Deputy-Chairmen of 
Quarter Sessions of Counties in England and Wales, held at the Magis- 
trates’ Club, 88, St. James’s-street, on Tuesday, Viscount Cross, G.O.B. 
(the president of the society), in the chair, it was decided to invite the 
chairmen and vice-chairmen of county councils to become members of 
the eociety. 

The late Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, says the St. James's Gazelle, scarcely 
did himself justice in the amusing reminiscences he published during his 
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lifetime. His numerous friends will be pleased to hear that a life of the 
eminent advocate is in contemplation. The work in question will be from 
the pen of a well-known barrister, who has received very material 
assistance from the serjeant’s son, Mr. William Ballantine, and from 
his intimate friends Mr. Justice Hawkins and Mr. Montagu Williams. 


On Monday the Lord Chancellor moved that the following lords be 
named of the Select Committee on the Land Transfer Bill. viz. :—The 
Lord Chancellor, the Marquis of Bath, Earl Stanhope, the Earl of Mill- 
town, the Earl of Morley, Earl Beauchamp, the Earl of Kimberley, the 
Earl of Feversham, the Earl of Selborne, Lord Arundel of Wardour, 
Lord Watson, Lord Hobhouse, Lord Esher, Lord Herschell, and Lord 
Thring. The motion was agreed to, and we believe the committee met 
on Wednesday. 


There was a fine irony, says the Daily Telegraph, in the will of Aylett 
Stow, in 1781, who directed his executors ‘‘ to lay out five guineas in the 
purchase of a picture of the viper biting the benevolent hand of the 
person who saved him from perishing in the snow, if the same can be 
bought for that money; and that they do, in memory of me, present it to 
—, Esq., a King’s Counsel, whereby he may have frequent opportu- 
nities of contemplating on it,’’ and so on ; and the real sting to the King’s 
Counsel must have been in the final “ This is in lieu of a legacy of three 
esp rg pounds which I had by a former will, now revoked and burnt, 
eft him.’ 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Kay. 
Mr. Beal 
Leac 
Beal 
Leach 
Beal 
Leach 
Mr. Justice 
STIRLING. 
Mr. Clowes 
oe 
Clowes 
roe 
Clowes 


Koe 


Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. 
Mr. Pugh 
Lavie 
Pugh 
Lavie 
Pugh 
Lavie 
Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. 
Mr. Rolt 
Godfrey 
Rolt 
Godfrey 
Rolt 
Godfrey 


Date. 


Monday, March 
Tuesday sono 
Wednesday 

Thursday .. 

Friday ...... voor 2 
SHED - setsasctovsaccsnesets : 


Mr. Carrington 
Jackson 
Carrington 
Jackson 
Carrington 
Jackson 

Mr. Justice 
NORTH. 
Mr. Pemberton 
ard 
Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 


Monday, March ......... 
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WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY. March 15, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
ALTURAS GOLD, LIMITED.—Petn for winding up, presented March 7, directed to 
be heard before Chitty, J., on Saturday, March 23. Harston, Bishopsgate st 
within, solor for petner 
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LEwIs, JoHN, Uxbridge rd. Shepherd's Bush, retired Cab Proprietor. 


| HILL, JANE MARGARETTA, 


March 23, 188&Q9. 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 335. 
Last Day OF CLAIM. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, March 1. 
Bartow, Wit.raM, Norton in the Moors, Stafford, Gent. 
Son, Burslem 
BARRow, GEORGE, Little Eaton, Derby Esq. March 30, Ladd, Matlock, Bath 
BELL, Davi. Goole, Doctor of Medicine. March 26. Ravenscroft & Co, John st, 
Bedford row iy 
BERKELEY, Right Hon. EpwakpP, Bryanston, Dorset. March 31. Wilde & Co, 


College hill, E.C A , 
BIrRb. MICHAEL, Denbigh, Geheral Merchant. May 1. Gold Edwards & Co, 


Denbigh ; : ee ; 
CHEETHAM, J AMES, Shaw, nr Oldham, Retired Tailor. April15. Roper & Briggs, 
anchester 

Crisnoim, THoMAs, Bishop Auckland, Durham. 
Auckland 

DEWHURST, ALICE, Preston. May1. Buck & Co, Preston 

Ducat. CLAUDE MALET, Charmouth, Dorset, Retired Major General. April 15, 
Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd. Gray’sinn : 

EARNSHAW, SAMUEL, Bromfield, Sheffield, Clerk in Holy Orders. April 20. Brown 
& Son. Sheffield : 

EppowEs FREDERICK JAMES SAUNDERS, Wilberforce rd, Finsbury Park, Gent. 
March 1%. Nash, Hitchin, Herts ' mess 
ELPHEE, JOHN WILLIAM, St. George’s rd, Pecknam, Carpenter. April 27. Fraser, 

Finsbury circus ‘ ; 
ENGLAND, THOMAS, Martock, Somerset, Yeoman. March 25. Leach, Mar- 
DOO. 
Francis, THoMas, Erith, Kent, Gent. April 24. Woods, Brighton 
GATE, HENRY JAMES, Epsom. March 30, Oliver, Coleman st 


GLOVER, CHARLES. King’s Norton, Worcester, Baker. March 25. Arnold & 
Son, Birmingham , : 
GREEN, JOHN, ‘Loddington, Beds, Common Brewer. April1. Green, Woburn, 


May 2. Heaton & 


March 30. Badcock, Bishops 


eds 
GUNNER, WILLIAM, Brentford, Baker. 'April8. F. Denham, Powerscroft rd, 
Lower Clapton : N 
; Minchinhampton, Gloucester. April 15. Upton & 
Co. Austin Friars, E.C. . 
JAMESON, JAMES SLIGO. Albert mansions, Victoria st, Esq. March 25. Words- 
worth & Co, Threadneedle st tn ; a 
JONES, JOHN WYNNE, Liverpool, formerly Timber Merchant. April10. Martin & 
Co, Liverpool 
KENIANGTON, JOHN, Boston, Linc, Cabinet Maker. 
Simpson, Boston 


Millington & 
March 


April 1. 


30. Marsland & Co, Chancery lane 


| LipstonE, Tuomas, Dartmouth, Architect. April 6. Prideaux, Dartmouth 


| Lovis, ALFRED, Carey lane, Manufacturer of Velveteens. 


March 29. Heywood 
& Son, Manchester 


Lunt, OWEN, Nantwich, Gent. March12. Broughton & Co, Crewe 


| MALLETT, ROBERT Browse, Plymouth. April 23. Rooker & Co, Plymouth 


| PRICE, BLANCHE ELIZABETH, Hertford, Gent. 


ANGLO-AMERICAN Woop CARPET Co., LimITED.—Kay, J., has, by an order dated | 


Feb 7, appointed Mr. Edward Hobbs, 11, Old Jewry chmbrs, to be official 
liquidator 

APPLEBY BROTHERS, LIMITED.—Petn for winding up, 
directed to be heard before North, J., on March 23. 
lane, solors for petner 

UNITED CLUB AND HOTEL Co,, LimitED,—Petn for winding up, presented March 
8, directed to be heard before Kay, J., on Saturday, March v3. Last & Sons, 
Queen Victoria st, solors for petner 

UNITED SEWING MACHINE Co., LIMITED, formerly called the MoLDACcoT (COLONIAL 
AND FOREIGN) POCKET SEWING MACHINE Co., LIMITED.—Chitty, J.. has, by an 


presented March 13, 


Dubois & Co., Pancras | 


order dated Nov 29, appointed Francis Cooper, 14, George st, Mansion House, | 


to be official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before Sept 2, to send 
_ ‘QS PET: and the particulars of their debts or claims, to the 
above. riday. Nov 1, at 11, is appointed for hearing and adjudicati ) 
the debts and claims ” a 
COUNTY PALATINE OF LANCASTER. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Star SAUCE AND PICKLE Co., Lim1TED.—Petn for winding up, presented March 9, 
directed to be heard before Bristowe, V.C., on Monday, March 25, at 10.30, at 
the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester. Bowden & Walker, Menchester. 
solors for petner / 

WEsT Kinny HypROPATHIC HoTEL Co., LiMITED.—Bristowe, V.C., has fixed 
Friday, March 22, at 11, at 9, Cook st, Liverpool, for the appointment of an 


official liquidator 
___ FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
NEWBOROUGH FRIENDLY SOCIKTY, Bull Inn, Newborough, Peterb rough, North- 
ampton. March 12 
London Gazette —TUESDAY, March 19, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

BRINDLEY & Co., Lim1TEp.—By an order made by Stirling, J., dated March 9, it 
was ordered that the company be wound up, 
for petning company 

eer mig Co., LrmITED.—Kay, J., 
at 12, at bis chambers, for the appointment of an oftici qui ml 

RmMsDALEs Raitway LAMP AND LicHTINe Co., tacree Ee oe enter made by 
Stirling, J., dated Merch 9, it was ordered that the comp 
Saxelby & Faulkner, Ironmonger lane, solors for petning company 

West Moopixs GoLD AND EXPLORATION Co., LIMITED.—By an order made by 
North, J., dated March 9, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the 
company be continued. Vernon & Co., Culeman st, solors for petner 








WAENING TO INTENDING HOUSE PURCHASERS & LESSEE 
renting a house have' heSanitary arrangementst horoug 
from The Sanitary Engineering & Ventilation Co., 65, 1 
minster (Estab, 1575), who also undertake the Ve 


S.—Before purchasing or 
hly examined by an expert 
65, late 115, Victoria-st., West- 
ntilation of Offices, &e.—! ADVT. |} 


Slark & Metcalfe, Serle st, solors | 


has fixed Friday, March 29, | 
| MARTIN, HELEN ISABELLA, Oxford gdns, North Kensington. 
mpany be wound up. | 


NADIN, JOSEPH, Finborough rd, West Brompton, Clerk in Holy Orders, March 


30. Hill, Crewe ne 

NASH, STEPHEN, Romford, Farmer. April6. Hunt & Co, St Swithin’s lane 

PLATT, MARGARET, Stalybridge, Chester. April 8. Bullock & Worthington, 
Manchester 

PowELL, THOMAS, Christchurch, Monmouth, Esq. March 25. James & Sons, 
Merthyr Tyafil e 

March 25. Fraser, Soho sq 

RANSFORD, OLIVER, Bristol, Gent. April 10. Brittans & Co, Bristol 

Rose, JOHN Wi111aM, Biddenham, Bedford, Esq. March20. Fladgates, Craig’s 
ct, Charing Cross - 

Suaw, Mary, Walton, nr Wakefield. April10. Stewart & Co, Wakefield 

WEDD, Octavius, Foulmire, Cambridge, Farmer. April 6. Eaden& Knowles, 
Cambridge 

Witcccks, JonN, Croydon, Gent. March 25. Fraser, Soho sq 

WILLS, GEORGE, Clifton, Esq. April6. Wansey & Son, Bristol 

London Gazette.—TUESDAY, March 5. — 

AINLEY, WILLIAM, Almondbury, York, Pig Dealer. April 1. 
Huddersfield 

ALLISON, Mary, Harrogate. April1. Simpson, Leeds 

BAILEY, JOSIAH, Henbury, Gloucester. April10, Wansbrough, Bristol 

BURRELL, CAROLINE JULIA, Talbot sq, Paddington. April 3. Warrens, Great 
Russell st 

CHRISTIE, THoMaAs, Huddersfield, Joiner. May 1. 

Cook, THomas, Kingston upon Hull, Draper. May 22. Champney, Hull 

CooKsoN, RICHARD, Preston, Innkeeper. May 21. W. A. & R. Ascroft, Preston 

CURRIE, Lovisa ANN, Hurst, Berks. April8. Soames, Lincoln’s inn fields 

DOWNIE, CATHERINE, Liverpool. May 1. Harrison, Liverpool 

DRANSFIELD, JAMES, Hudderstield, Stonemason. March 16. 
Huddersfield ; 

HAWEINS, JOSEPH EDWIN, Engiefield rd, Islington, Builder. March 2!1. Johnson 
& Dowding, Queen st, Cheapside 

ons, ease. New Alresford, Southampton. April 30. F. I. & J. C. Warner, 

jinchester 

Hunt. Emity, New Alresford, Southampton. F.1I. & J. C. Warner, 
Winchester j 

Hoss, ? sEmNOeR, New Alresford, Southampton. April 30. F. I. & J. C. Warner, 

Jinchester 

HUSTWICE, Mary, Lawn terr, Blackheath. April 2. 
coln’s inn fields 

KNAPP, anes EDWAED, Brockley, Kent, 
tields 

LEDGER, HANNAH, Chepstow pl, Bayswater. 
inn, Fleet st 


Sykes & Son, 


Bottomley, Huddersfield 


Welsh & Sykes, 


April 30. 


Crowders & Vizard, Lin- 
May 31. Pollock & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


April10. Greenbank, Serjeants’ 


Baker, 

Gt George st 

MoRGAN, JOHN TEMPLETON, Boodle’s Club, St. James’s st, Esq. April2. Tamp- 
lin & Co, Fenchurch st 

Ogr, Major ALEXANDER PATRICK, Dawson pl, Bayswater. April 15. Greenfield 
& Cracknall, Lancaster pl, Strand 

PIMBLEY, MAXIMILIAN, Maghull, Farmer. April 20. Brighouse & Co, Ormskirk 

POWELL, nen, Christchurch, Mon, Esq. March 25. James & Sons, Merthyr 


March 31, 


Tydfi 
| PRICE, Biancue ELIZABETH, Hertford. March 25. W.J. Fraser, 2, Soho sq 


RADNOR, J AMES, Presteign, Radnor. April10. Stephens, Presteign 

cana, Guenen, Water lane, Wine Merchant. April 25. Ware & Co, Gt Win- 
chester st 

SPICER, RALPH NORTH, Staple inn, Solicitor. May 1, Spicer, Hastings 
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STALLARD, CAROLINE, eae Sodbury, Gloucester. April 22. Walls & Co, | Warpb, JosHua, Wakefield, Gent. April15. Stewart & Co, Wakefield 


Queen Victoria s 


Srory, Mary, Whitburn, Durham. June 21. Wright, Sunderland 


} WILcocES, JOHN, Croydon, Gent. March 25. Fraser, Soho sq 


THOMASON, THOMAS (or ToMLINsoON), Shuttleworth, nr Bury, Gent. March 31. | WILKINS, SARAH ANNE, West Croydon. April 4. Comins, Gt Portland st 
WHITTAKER, JOHN, Blackpool. Aprili4. Read, Blackpool 


Butcher & Barlow, Bury 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


London Gazette—F RipAyY, March 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ABBOTT, FRANCIS WILLIAM, Marwood, Devon, 
Builder Barnstaple Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

ABBOTT. JOHN, Nottingham, Chemist Nottiogham 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

ABRAHAMS, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, 65, Burdett rd, 
Ironmonger High Court Pet March 11 Ord 
March 11 

AINSWORTH, WILLIAM, and WILLIAM MEYNELL, 


Accrington, Printers Blackburn Pet March 13 


Ord March 13 

ATEINSON, EusTAcE CAREY, Sheffield, Joiners’ Tool 
Maker Sheffield Pet March12 Ord March 12 

BENNETT, HOkACE HENRY, Eastbourne, Grocer 
Eastbourne Pet Marchi1 Ord March it 

Buiack, Isaac, Norwich, Tobacconist Norwich Pet 
Marchi1 Ord March 11 

PRADLEY, FRANK, Pall Mall, Solicitor High Court 
Pet Nov 6 Ord March 12 

Brooks, ALFRED, Gough sq, Fleet st High Court 
Pet Feb 20 Ord March 11 

CARROLL, BEDILIA, St Helens, Lancs, Confectioner 
Liverpool Pet March13 Ord March 13 

CHAMBERLAIN, CHARLES, Arundel, Sussex, Builder 
Brighton Pet Marchit Ord March 11 

CHAPMAN, JOHN WILLIAM, Tabernacle st, Finsbury, 
Boot Manufacturer High Court Pet March 13 
Ord March 13 

CLARKE, LovuIs, Evesham, Builder Worcester Pet 
Mrch12 Ord March 12 

CooPrER, ALFRED HARDY, Leicester, Builder Leices- 
ter Pet Marchi12 Ord March 12 

CoXALL, JOSEPH, St Albans, Confectioner St Albans 
Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

CRUTTENDEN, FREDERICK, St Leonards on Sea, 
late Builder Hastings Pet Jan 2 Ord 
March 11 


1 
DARLEY, WESLEY, Lea Bridge rd, Essex, lately | 


Managing Director of the New Carbolic Sani- 
tary Co, Lim High Court Pet March 12 Ord 
March 12 

DAWES, JOSHUA HorTOoN, Coventry, out of business 
Coventry Pet March 9 Ord March9 

EDWARDS, WILLIAM, St Sidwell’s, Exeter, Licensed 
Victualler Exeter Pet Feb 28 Ord March 11 

FERAN, JAMES, and HuGH FERAN, Liverpool, Pro- 
vision Merchants Liverpool Pet Feb 21 Ord 
March 12 

Fry, EDWARD ALFRED AvGusTUs, St John’s Hill, 
Sevenvaks, {Chemist Tunbridge Wells Pet 
March 13 Ord March 13 


Haut, W1Lu1AM, Monks Kirby, Warwick, Publican | 


Leicester Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Horcoop, Epwarp, Ealing, Licensed Victualler 
Brentford Pet Feb 20 Ord March 12 

JAFFE, MAX, Atlantic Club, Crescent, Minories High 
Court Pet Febi4 Ord March 13 

JONES, ARTHUR, Station rd, Highbury, Dairyman’s 
Manager High Court Pet March 11 Ord 
March 11 

JoNEs, Davip, Aberdovey, Merionethshire, Master 

ariner Aberystwith Pet March 11 Ord 

March 11 

JonEs, JOHN Epwarp, Oldbury, Worcestershire, 
Publican Oldbury Pet Marchs Ord March 8 

Kent, THomas, Hastings, Builder Hastings Pet 
Feb 27 Ord March 12 c 

Kirpy, ALBERT, Newport, I W, Fruiterer Newport 
Pet March 11 Ord March 11 

LEEK, ARTHUR ALFRED, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Car- 
diff Pet March9 Ord March 6 

Lonc, HaMuet, Horton, Bradford, Stuff Presser 
Bradford Pet March13 Ord March 13 

Lovesay, Mrs. E., Trevor terrace, Knightsbridge, 
Widow High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord March 13 

NEAL, WALTER WILLIAM, Newfoundpool, Leicester- 
shire, Builder Leicester Pet March 11 Ord 
March 11 

Porrsr, WILLIAM, Gladstone avenue, Wood Green, 
formerly Wine Merchant High Cours Pet 
March 11 Ord March 11 

PowWELL, HENRY, sen., Monmouth, Boot Maker 
Newport, Mon Pet March12 Ord March 12 

RESTIEAUX, JOSEPH JAMES, Lakenham, Norwich, 
Accountant Norwich Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Ricny, Davip, West Bromwich, Coach Manufac- 
turer Oldbury Pet March9 Ord March 11 

RoBERTS, CHARLES, Walsall. Harness Maker Wal- 
sall Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Rowton, HENRY JOHN, Fleetwood, Lancs, Draper 
Preston Pet March12 Ord March 12 

Scuvuttz, JOHN CHRISTIAN, Gravesend, Traveller 
Rochester Pet Marchii Ord March 11 

SELLERS, THOMAS DavIs,Stockport, Hat Manufacturer 
Stockport Pet March12 Ord March 12 

SIMPKIN, SAMUEL, and JaMES CLARK, Leicester, 
Picture Frame Manufacturers Leicester Pet 
March9 Ord March 9 

SKELHORN, CHARLES EDWARD, Salford, Coal Mer- 
chant Salford Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Sporriswoop. J OsEPH, Kirkland, Cumberland, Farmer 
Carlisle Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

STAINTHORPE, CHARLES, Hutton Rudby, nr Yarm, 
Yorks, Butcher Stockton on Tees and Middles- 
borough Pet March9 Ord March 9 


Tgpp, Davin, West Bromwich, Fruiterer Oldb RUvTtTER, Mary, Ipswich, Frui 
“Ord M ; Re On hheo, Inout 


Pet March 13 Ord March 13 








TILLEY, Epwarp, Holywell, Flintshire, Bookkeeper 
Chester Pet March13 Ord March 13 
Tumpowsky, JuDAH Isaac, Oardiff, Jeweller Cardiff 
Pet Feb 25 Ord March 8 
WEBSTER, J AMES, Nuneaton, Warwickshire, Fruiterer 
Coventry tet Marchi1 Ord March 11 
WEBSTEKR, SARAH, Fawkham, nr Dartford, Grocer 
Rochester Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
WEGUELIN, THomAs Dovuauas, Tetbury, Gloucester- 
shire, Gent Swindon Pet March 11 Ord March 11 
WHITTAKER, JOHN, jun, Sunderland, Fruit Merchant 
Sunderland Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
Wituiams, Davip Tuomas, Romford, Schoolmaster 
Chelmsford Pet March 1t Ord March 11 
WINSFORD, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Nelson sq, Blackfriars | 
rd, Builder High Court Pet March 12 Ord 
March 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 





Manchester, 


BAINBRIDGE, RICHARD  BOUSFIELD, 
i Off Ree, 


Theatrical Lessee March 26 at 12 
Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

BARNES, WILLIAM CHARLES, Norwich, Printer 
March 25at4 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

BELLOC, ELIZABETH RAYNER, Gt College st, West- 
minster, Widow March 23 at 12 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Brack. Isaac, Norwich, Tobacconist March 25 at | 
1030 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

BOWLING, BERNARD, Manchester, Cotton Broker 
April 9 at 12 Of Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, 
Manchester 

BRAMLEY, THOMAS EDWIN, Sheffield, Confectioner 
March 26at3 Off Kec, Figtree lane, Sbeftield 

Brett, Lom Towns ey, Lincoln, Clothier March 26 
at 12.45 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln | 

Burns, JAMES THORLEY, Walton, Lancs, Joiner | 
March 26 at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

CAMPION, WILLIAM, Ingleby Greenhow, Yorks, | 
Farmer March 28 at 11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, | 
Middlesborough 

CLARKE, Lovis, Evesham, Builder March 26 at 11 
Otf Rec, Worcester 

CooPER, ALFRED Harpy, Leicester, Builder March 
22at3 Off Rec, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 

DAKIN, GEORGE, Wombwell, Yorks, Grocer March 
26 at 11.30 Off Rec, 1, Hanson st, Barnsley 

Dawas, JosHuA Horton, Coventry, out of business | 
March 25 at3 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, Coventry | 

EIAs, WILLIAM OWEN, Liverpool, Slate Merchant 
March 29 at 2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Grocock, LEMUEL, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler | 
March 22 ati1 Off Rec, 1, High pavement, Not- 
tingham 

HALL, EpwIn JAMES, Manchester, Restaurant Pro- 

aor March 25 at 12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
eeas 

HARDING, ALFRED PgTER, Kenwyn, Cornwall, Far- 
mer March 23at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

HARROWER, THOMAS GORDON, Liverpool, Merchant 
March 26 at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria sc, Liverpool 

HERBERT, JOSEPH, Stafford, Painter March 25 at 
11.30 Off Rec, St Martin’s pl, Stafford 

HEsTER, FREDERICK, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, 
Builder March z2 at 11 Geo Annesley, solor, 
Verulam rd, St Albans ; 

Hicks, CHARLES, Little Saltram, nr Plymouth, Dairy 
Keeper March 26ati1 10, Athenceum ter, Ply- 


mouth 
Hinton, JABEZ ALDESLEY, Burnley, Sand Dealer 
March 28 at 12.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, 
Burnley . 
Hutton, Ext, Old Hill. Staffs, Grocer’s Assistant 
March 28 at 1030 Off Rec, Dudl 


eC 
| Jongs, DAVID CORNELIUS, Swansea, Draper March 


! 


23at12 Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn 

KENDRICK, WILLIAM, Wrexham, Confectioner March | 
26 at 11.45 Wynustay Arms Hotel, Wrexham 

Lusby, JOHN WILLIAM, Louth, Lincs, Cattle Dealer 
March 26at3 Towahall, Louth 

Macain, Isaac, Winkburn, Notts, farmer March 22 
atlz Off Kec, 1, High pavement, Nottingham 

Marriott, JOHN HENRY, Beaufort rd, Surbiton, 
Clerk March 22 atit No 16 Room, 30 and 31, St | 
Swithin’s lane ; | 

NEAL, WALTER WILLIAM, Newfoundpool, Leicester- | 
shire, Builder March 25at3 Off , 28, Friar | 
lane, Leicester 

PATERSON, MATTHEW, and NESBITT GEORGE RICHARD- 
SON, Middlesborough, Steamship Brokers March 
26at11 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

PEARSON, FRANK HERBERT, Scarborough, Tobacco- 
nist March 22 at 11.30 Off Rec, 74, Newborough 
st, Scarborough 

PENN, JAMES, East Dean, Glos, Labourer March 23 
at3 Off Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

PowELL, HENRY. sen, Monmouth, Bootmaker March 
27 at 12 Ott Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon 

ReAu, JOHN, Monkwearmouth, Sunderland, Grocer 
March 22 at 11 Law Society’s chmbrs, John st, 
Sunderland é 

REDFORD, RICHARD, Horncastle, Lincs, Pork Butcher | 
March 26 at 12.30 Otf Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

Rosrnson, RicHARD Morton, Red Lion ct, Cannon | 
st, Commercial Clerk March 25at11 33, Oarey 
st, Lincoijn’s inn | 

Rosinson, THOMAS, Guiseley, Yorks, out of business 
March 25 at 11 Off Rec. 22, Park row, Leeds 

Rurrser, JOHN THomas, Ipswich, out of business | 
March 22 at12 Off Rec, Ipswich 

terer March 22 at 11,30 


| LONG, 


| Moorz, 8S. M.. 


SCARISBRICK THOMAS H., Chiswick, Gent March 22 
at12 Cannon st Hotel 

ScHuLTZ, JOHN CHRISTIAN, Gravesend, Traveller 
Merch 2 at 11.80 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 

SIMPKIN, SAMUEL, and JAMES CLARK, Aylestone park, 

icester, Picture Frame Manufacturers arch 

_ 22 at 12.30 Off , 28. Friar lane, Leicester 

SPOTTISWOOD, JOSEPH, Kirkland, Cumberland, Far- 
mer March 25at1 Off Ree, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

STEVENSON, JOHN POWELL, Great Yarmouth, Gent 
March 23 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Stocks, NEHEMIAH, Heckmondwike, Licensed Vic- 
ener March 22 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 

atley 

PAaRFITT, MORTIMER, Leeds, Plasterer March 22 at 
11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Twice, JAMEs WILLIAM, Kidderminster, Ironmonger 
March 25 at 2.15 A,S. Thurstield, Solicitor, Kid- 
derminster 
ITCHETT, CORNELIUS HALLS, Ipswich, late Corn 
Merchant March 22 at 12.15 Off Rec, Ipswich 

WATSON, Mary, Birkdale, Lancs, School Proprietress 

_ March 25at3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

WEBSTER, HENRY, Batley Carr. Dewsbury, Machine 

oar wo March 22 at 4 Off Rec, Bank chbrs, 
atley 

WEBxSTER, SARAH, Fawkham, nr Dartford, Grocer 

March 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, High st, Rochester 


| WILLIaMs, Davin, Portmadoc, Carnarvonshire, Miner 


April 10 at 11.30 Sportsman Hotel, Portmadoc 


Woop, Joun, Thorpe on the Hill, Lincs, Farmer 


7 March 26 at 12.15 Off Rec, 31. Silver st, Lincoln 

Woop, Tomas, Burnley, Lancs, Cotton Manufac- 
turer March 28 at 1.30 Exchange Hotel, Nicholas 
st, Burnley 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

ABRAHAMS, WILLIAM BENJAMIN, Burdett rd, Bow, 
Ironmonger High Court Pet Marit Ord Mar 11 

ALEXANDER, THomas, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler 
Cardiff Pet Mar5 Ord Mar 11 

BAMBBIDGE, RICHARD BOUSFIELD. Manchester, 
seneatenh Lessee Manchester Pet Feb12 Ord 
Mar 


| BuAck, Isaac, Norwich, Tobacconist Norwich Pet 


Marg Ord Mar 11 

BOWLING, BERNARD, Manchester, Cotton Broker 
Manchester Pet Feb 20 Ord Mar 13 

BUCKLAND, WILLIAM Henry, residence unknown, 
eee High Vourt Pet Janit Ord Mar 13 

Burpis, WILLIAM Davin, Newton le Willows, Lancs, 
Paper Stock Merchant Warrington Pet Jan 15 
Ord Mar 11 

CLARKE, Louis, Evesham, Builder Worcester Pet 
Mar 12 Ord Mar 12 

DARBISHIRE, FRANCIS GASKELL, Beaufort bldgs, 
Strand, Actor High Court Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar13 

DARBISHIRE, MARIE ANNA AGNES, Beaufort bldgs, 
Strand, Actress High Court Pet Mars rd 
Ord Mar 13 

Dawes, JosHuUA Horton, Coventry, out of business 
Coventry Pet Marchs Ord March 13 

Epton, ROBERT, Sheftield, Draper Sheffield Pet Feb 
16 Ord M h 11 


arc 
Guise, JOHN, Sheffield, Provision Merchant Shef- 
e; 


Pet Marchs Ord March 13 

GRIFFITHS, DAVID, Carmarthen, Innkeeper Oarmar- 
then Pet Marché Ord March 13 

HARROWER, THOMAS GORDON, Liverpool, Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Feb6 Ord March 13 

HEAVENS, WILLIAM, Heavitree, Devon, Licensed 
Victualler Exeter Pet Feb 23 Ord March 11 

Hicks, CHARLES, Little Saltram, nr Plymouth, Dairy 
Keeper East Stonehouse Pet March 9 Ord 


arch 11 
HOLLINSHEAD, Davin, Congleton, Cheshire, Provision 
Dealer Macclesfield Pet May 28 Ord March 13 
JONES, ARTHUR, Station rd, Highbury, Dairyman’s 
Manager Lp Court Pet March 11 Ord March 13 
JONES, DavID, ee Merionethshire, Master 
Mariner Aberystwit Pet March 11 Ord 
March 11 
Jones, JOHN Epwarp, Oldbury, Worcestershire, 
Publican Oldbury Pet March8 Ord March 13 
Kemp, BARTHOLoMEw TiTUs, Wychst, Strand High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 12 
Kirpy, ALBERT, Newport, I.W., Fruiterer Newport 
Pet March 1t Ord March it 
Lear, Davin, and GrorGse Lear, Carlton, nr, Selby, 
York, Farmers York Pet March 5 Ord March 11 
LEEK, ARTHUR ALFRED, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Cardiff 
Pet March9 Ord March9 
HaMLET, Horton, Bradford, Stuff Presser 
Bradford Pet March 13 Ord March t3 
Maypuary, Joun, Newport, Mon, Builders’ Merchant 
Newport, Mon Pet Feb 22 Ord March 13 
Crown ct, eedle st, Wine 
Merchant High Court Pet Dec 12 Ord March 13 
OsMoND, RicHaRD Davi, Ramsgate, Marine Store 
Dealer Canterbury Pet Feb 15 Ord March 13 
PorrerR, WILLIAM, G@ tone avenue, green, 
formerly Wine Merchant High Oourt Pet 
March 11 Ord March 13 


POWELL, HENRY C+ Monmouth, Boot Maker New- 


Mon Pet Marchit Ord March 13 
RowLEY, HENRY, Ohilvers Coton, Warwickshire, 
Painter Coventry Pet Feb19 Ord March 13 
Rowton, HENRY JOHN, Fleetwood, cs, Draper 
Preston Pet Marchi12 Ord March 12 

RusHTon, HENRY Fisueer, Liverpool, Engiaeer 
Liverpool Pet Feb 23 Ord March 13 

Scuuttz, JoHN CHRISTIAN, Gravesend, Traveller 
Rochester Pet March8 Ord March 11 
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Leicester, 
Pet 


Jam¥Fs CLARK, 


Srvpxkin, Samurr, and < 
Leicester 


Picture Frame Manufacturers 
March9 Ord March 9 
SKELHORN, CHarrEs Epwarp, Salford, Coal Mer- 
chant Salford Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
SpottTiswoop. JosEpn. Kirkland, Cumberland, Farmer 
Carlisle Pet March 13 Ord March 13 


Stocks. NEHFMIAH, Heckmondwike, Licensed 


Victualler Dewsbury Pet March8 Ord March 13 | 
Tailor | 


STOCKWELL, EMMA U™MFREY, Aylesbury, 
Aylesbury Pet Jan 28 Ord March 11 
Etyan, Harry SmitTH, Stone bldgs, Solicitor High 

Court Pet Sept 20 Ord March 11 
Warren, Jamrs, Rushden. Northamptonsbire. 
Butcher Northampton Pet Feb 20 Ord March 11 
Wirtams, Davip Tuomas. Romford, 
Chelmsford Pet Marchit Ord March 11 
WINSFORD, WILLIAM FRANCIS, Nelson sq, Blackfriars 
rd, Builder High Court Pet March 12 Ord 
March 13 
ORDER MADE ON ar 
C 
KIRENEsSs, JACOB HUNTER, eloss High 
Court Date of aij Aug 12,1879 Ord Feb 14 Dis- 
charge granted 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
DENNIS, ROBERT, Oxford rd, Gunnersbury. Journalist 
High Court Rec Ord Nov 19,188 Rese March 12 
London Gazette.— TUESDAY, March 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
ANDERSON, SARAH, Bradford, Grocer, Bradford 
March 15 Ord March 15 
Barns, JAMES TAYLOR, Carlisle st, Lambeth, Timt 
Merchant High Court Pet March 16 Ord 
March 16 
Brooks, JOsHua, Leeds, Tea Dealer Leeds 
March 14 Ord March 14 
BULLOCK, JAMgs, Brierfield, Lancs. Reed Rib Maker 
Burnley Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
CECIL, FRANCIS HORACE PIERREPONT, Stretton, Rut- 
and, Gent Leicester Pet March 15 
March 15 
CHENEY. EpwIiIn, Nottingham, Baker and 
Nottingham Pet March15 Ord March 15 
CLayTon, THomas, Long Marston, Yorks, In 
Yorks Pet Marchi6 Ord March 16 
Curn. J., Bromells rd, Clapham, Restaurateur 
Wandsworth Pet Feb1 Ord March 14 
Dawson, Joun, Great Wilbraham, Camb, Wheel- 
wright Cambridge Pet March 16 
March 16 


atau on FOR DIS- 
RGE. 


Pet 


DircuaM, GEORGE. Blackheath hill, Journeyman Car- | 


Pet Feb 2% Ord March 12 
and GEORGE DUNHILL, Rur- 
Leeds Pet March 16 


peter Greenwich 
DUNHILL, RICHARD, 
mantofts. Cabinet Makers 
Ord March 16 
E.u1s, Joun Eruram, Low Harrogate, Yorks, Con- 
_. tractor York Pet March 16_ Ord March 16 
FLANDERS, FREDERICK SMITH, Northwold. Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet March16 Ord March 16 
Fostkr, Samven, Barnsley. Machinery 
Harnsley Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
GouLp, Epwarp. Lansdowne rd, 
Edmonton Pet Feb14 Ord March 12 
GREEN, JosEPH, Manchester, Hatter 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
GREENWOOD, JOHN, Darwen, Solicitor 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
HAnbvRY, EDWIN CHARLES, Broomwood rd, Wands- 
worth common, no o cupation Wandsworth Pet 
Feb 22. Ord March 14 
HEwMIN, WILLIAM TuoMAS, Folkestone, T 
Canterbury Pet March:5 Ord March 15 
HIGHAM, FREDERICK, Gloucester, 
Gloucester Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Howakp, WILLIAM. jun, Shanklin, Grocer Newport | 


and Ryde Pet March 14 

IUNT, GEORGE, Southampton, 
Dealer Sothampton Pet 
March 14 

IMPrEY, JAMES, Hornsey rd, Bootmaker High Court 
Pet Mar16 Ord Mar 16 

KinG, CHARLES MEyYrIcK, Newport, Mon, Innkeeper 
Newport, Mon Pet Mar15 Ord Mar 15 

KRAMER, GEORGE FREDERICK, Carls m rd, Mile End. 
late Baker High Court’ Pet Mari3 Ord Mar 13 

LETT, C A W, Bridge st W eaadoour Hivgh Cou 
Pet Feb 21 Ord Mar 15 

Mak.tow, Tuomas, Peatling End, Leices, Tripe 
Dresser Leicester Pet Mar 15’ Ord Mar 15 

OWEN, WILLIAM, Llanrwst, Denbighshire, Grocer 
Portmadoc and Blaenau Festiniog Pet Mar 15 
Ord Mar 15 

Peacr, JAMES, Old Jewry chbrs, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Feb2t Ord Mar 15 

PiTcaForD, GEORGE, Madeley, Salop, Licensed Vic 
tualler Madeley Pet Mar 15 Ord Mar 16 

Rirrey, Epwarpr, Leeds Butcher Leeds Pet Mar 
14 Ord Mar 14 

Ropp, SAMUEL, Newbury, Berks, Tailor Newbury 
Pet Mar6 Ord Mar 15 

Rosk, JOSEPH, Jump, nr Barnsley, Grocer Barnsley 
Pet Mari4 Ord Mar 14 

SavaGE, PHILIP CHARLES CorFIN, Paris. Gent High 
Court Pet Dec 31 Ord Mar 14 

Saw, James, Richmond, Yorks. Joiner Northaller- 
ton Pet Marchi4 Ord March 14 

Stubbs, CHRISTOPHER, Maindee, nr Newport, 
Tobacconist Newport, Mon Pet March 15 Ord 
March 15 

TOMLIN, JOSEPH PRICE, Folkestone, Butcher Canter- 
bury Pet March 15 Ord March 1 


Ord March t4 
Leather 
March 


14 Ord 


Tommy, JONATHAN, Wem, Salop, Builder Shrews- 


bury Pet March 2 
TowLE, HENRY NEVILLE, 
Nottinghsm Solicitors 
15 Ord March 15 
TuBRNER, Tuomas, Lindridge. Worcestershire, Far- 
mer Kidderminster Pet March 11 O1d Marchi! 


Ord March 15 
and MARK 
Nottingham 


GILBERT, 
Pet Mar 


il 


Schoo)master | 


Pet | 


er | 


Ord 
Grocer | 


nkeeper | 


Ord | 


Broker 
Tottenham, Gent | 
Manchester | 


Blackburn 


ll 
»bacconist 


ate Innkeeper | 


Goods | 


TURNER, WILLIAM, Nottingbam, late Baker Not- 
tingham Pet March15 Ord March 15 
Vaux, ALFRED’ Harrogate, Draper York Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

WAKLEY, Tuomas JouNn, Borough High st, South- 
wark, Licensed Victualler High Court Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

WALLER, ARTHUR, Souths:a, Draper Portsmouth 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

WALLER 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

WILLIAMS, Joun ROBERT, Billiter eq, East India 
Commission Merchant High Court Pet March 
14 Ord March 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
OTT, FRANCIS WILLIAM, Marwood, Devon, Builder 
March 26 at 1.30 Sanders & Son, High st, Barn- 
star ile 
i tom Joun, Nottingham, Chemist March 26 at 11 
Off Ree, 1. High pymnt 


ABI 


| ABI 


AD 
| April4at3 Auction Mart, Tokephouse’ yd, E.U. 
| ALEXANDER, THOMAS. Cardiff, 
March 29 at 12 Off Rec, 29, Queena st, Cardiff 
ANDFRSON, SARAH, Bradford, Grocer March 29 at 11 
Ott Ree, 31, Manor row, Brac fora 
ATKINSON, EvusTACE CARY, Sheflield, 
March 27 at2 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
ATKINSON, JOHN HENRY, Kingston upon Hull, En- 
graver March 28 at 10.30 Off Rec, Trinity House 


lane, Hull 
CUTHBERT, HENRY JOHN, Wivenhoe, 
Decorator March 29 at 10.30 Townhall, C.lches- 
ter 
DabeR, WILLIAM, 
April 1 at 11 
t, Manchester 
| EDWARDS, WILLIAM. Exeter, Licensed Victualler 
| March 27 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
ELLIs, JoHN EpHraim, Low Harrogate, Yorks, Con- 
trac ctor April 2at 12.30 Off Rec, 28, Stonegate, 


rER, T. H., Norfolk st, Park lane March at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln's 
in fields 
FIELD, BENJAMIN, Paragon rd, New Kent rd, Horti- 
cultur ul Sundriesman March 27 at 11. SBank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
“DAVID. Wi ine 3, Lance 3, Boiler Maker 
163 Off Re *, 35, Vic toria st, Liverpool 
FosTER, WII LIAM, Spilim in’s ct, nr Stroud, Nurs 
man March 26at4 Imperial Hotel, ee oud 
GILLSON, Jonny, Shettield, Provision Merct 
27 att Off Rec, Figtre e lane, Shefiiel 
GREEN, JOSEPH, Manchester, Hatter March ‘7 at 11 
| Ree, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
a eae Contractor iarch 
» Quay st, Carmarthen 


Estate Agent 
chmbrs, Briige 


Salford, Lancs, 
Otf Rec, Ogden’s 


| For 


ry- 


FITHS, DAVID 
27 at 11 Off Rec, 
HEM MIN, Ww ILLIAM in MAS, Folkest me, 
Me at 11.15 73, Sandgate rd, Folkestone 
; » WILLIA AM, Burn ley, Painter M 
Exchange Hotel, Nicholas st, Burnley 
FREDERICK, Glouceste r, late a & per 
tiz Off Ree, 15, King st, Gloucester 
v, JONATHAN KENDALL, Kingston upon Hull, 
late Grocer Mar 28 at 12 Off Rec, Trinity House 
lane, Hull 
HoLMEs, GEORGE, New Olee, Lincs, Grocer 
itil Ott Ree, 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 
| How, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Norfolk rd, Dalston, 
Printer Mar 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Lin- 
coln’s inn 
WARD, WILLIAM, jun, Shanklin, I W, Grocer A 
tat1.30 Holyrood chbrs, Newport, I W 
NT, GEORGE, Southampton, Leather Goods Dealer 
Mar 2 ati11 Off Rec, 4. East st, Southampton 
| Hund, HEINRICH HvuGo, Milton st. Foreign Agent 
Mar 29 at11 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 
JONES, Davin, Aberdovey, Merionethshire, Ma-ter 
Mariner Apr4ati2sv Townhall, Aberystwith 
JONES, THOMAS, Tredegar, Mon, Batcher March :7 
at12 Otf Kec, Merthyr Tydfil 
! JosEPH, Morris, Cardiff, Jeweller March 29 a 
Ott Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
KiNG, CHARLES Mryricx, Newport, Mon, Innke*pe 
arch 29 at 1230 Off Rec, 12, Tredegar pl, aed 
port, Mon 
KIRBY, ALBERT, Newport. I W, Frviterer 
2 Holyrood chmbrs, Newport, IW 
KNOTTS, ALFRED WILLIAM, Leytonstone, 
Licensed Victualler March 29 = 12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 
LonG, HAMLET, Horton, Bradford, Stuff Presser 
March #6 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
MARRIOTT, ANN PRICE, Ramsgate, Fruiterer March 
28 at3 72, High st, Ramsgate 
MORGAN, JAMES THOMAS, THOMAS GOWLAND MorGan, 
and HENRY MorGan, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smack- 
owners March 28 at 12.30 Star Hotel, Gt Yar- 
mouth 
NEEDHAM, M, Goldsimith’s bldgs, 
at Law March 29 at 11 
coln’sinn 
OWEN, HENRY, Sevenoaks, Kent, Builder 
at 12 Bankruptcy bl dgs, Lincoln’s inn 
PARTRIDGE, PORTER ALFRED, Aldham, Essex, Farmer 
March 29 at 10.30 Townhall, Colchester 
Tass, FRANK, Wolverhampton, Hop 
Clerk April2at12 Otf Rec, Wolverhampton 
PATTERSON, ADAM, Bridgend, Glam, Traveling 
Draper March 26 at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, 
Cardiff 
STIEAUX, 
Accountant 
vorwich 
Ricken, THoma Ithamstow, Baker March 2s 
11 33, Carey st, Lincole’s inn 
{ Rowton, HENRY JOUN, Fleetwood, Lancs, Draper 
March 26at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


25 at 


He 
| Ht 


11 


Temple, Rarrister 


March 2 





JOSEPH 
March 28 at4 Off Rec, 8, King ss, 


Ww 


rt 


Tobacconist | 


Mar 27 | 


pr | 


WALTER KERR. Penzance, Chemist Truro 


| 
s 


AMS, WILLIAM, and JOHN GLYNEs, Ilford, Farmers lg 


| 
Licensed Victualler 


Tool Maker | 


Essex, House | 
| TOMLIN, 


Tommy, a “or We m, Salop, ‘Buil ler 


| WEB 


March | 


| YaTEsS WILLIAM, Salford, Estate 
vant March | 


| BRA 
| 


| CHANNON 


| CHENEY. EpwIn, Nottingham, 


| Fr 
| FOSTER, 
April 1 at | 
| GREENWOOD, 
late | 
| GRocock, LEMUEL, 
| HEMMIN, WILLIAM THoMAas, 


| HENDERSON, 


| HIGHAM, 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Lia- | 


Merchant's | 


JAMES, Lakenham, Norwich, | 
| LOVESAY, 


| MARLOW, 


Sanpy, Tuomas. Lee, Kent, Wine Merchant March 
26at12 119, Victoria st, Westminster 
SELLERS, THomas Davis, Stockport, Hat Manu- 
facturer March 26 at 11.30 Off Rec, County 
chbrs, Market p!, Stockp pt 
SIDLEY, JOSIAH FRANKLIN, Northolt.Southall School. 
master March 26 at 3 119, Victoria st,-West- 
minster 
SIDDALL, WILLIAM FARROW, Vartry rd, Stamford bi!l, 
Clerk of Works April 8 at 3.30 Off Rec, 29 
Queen st, Cardiff 
SKELHORN, CHARLES EDWARD, Salford. Coal Merchant 
April 1 at 11.30 Off Rec, Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge 
st, Manchester 
Sresp, AuGcustvus MartriarpD, Auckland rd, Upper 
Norwood, Merchant’s Clerk March 27 at3 119, 
Victoria st. Westminster 
STUBBS, CHRISTOPHER. Maindee, 
Tobacconist March 29 at 12 
gar pl, Newport, Mon 
GEON, HENRY JAMES, Gutter lane, Traveller 
March 29at 12 £3, Carey st. Lincoln’s inn 
‘MONS, WILLIAM HENRY, Ebury st, House Decora- 
tor March 27 at11 33, Carey st, Liocoln’s inn 
TANENBERG, Marcus, and NATHANIEL TANENBERG, 
Leeds, Jewellers March %7 ati2 Off Rec, White- 
hall chbra, Colmcre row, Birminzham 
THEOBALD, WILLIAM, Kingston on Hull, Smackowner 
March 28ati1 Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 
Tuomas. Davin, Cardigan, Currier March 28 at it 
Ott Rec, Bank chbrs, Corn st, Bristol 
TipBeTrsa, THOMAS, Southampton st, Pentonville, 
Jour neymen Printer March 29 at 2.50 33, Carey 


st, Linc .ln’s ian 
JOSEPIL PRICE, Folkesto a Butcher March 
lkestone 
March 27 


73, Sandgate r i, ¥\ 
Law Socie ty’s Rooms, Shrewsbury 
March 28 at .2 


nr Newport, Mon, 
Off Rec, 12, Trede- 


Stu 


28 at 10.50 
= 12.5 
AL ; RED, Harrogate, Draper 
Of Ree, York 
ERNON, JOHN, Coombe Fields by Sowe, nr Coventry, 
Farmer March 27 at 12 Off Rec, 17, Hertford st, 
Coventry 
STER, WILLIAM. Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer 
March 26at3 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
WEGUFLIN, THOMAS DovuGtas, Tetbury. Glos, Gent 
March 27 at 12 Off Ree, 32, High st, Swindon 
LIAMS, DAVID THOMAS, tomford, Schoo)lmaster 
March 27 at 10.15 Shirehall, Chelmsford 
VILSON. ROBERT, © ottingham Yorks Market 
Garderer March 28 at 11.30’ Off Rec, Tri lity 


House lane. Hull ; 
Agent April 1 at 
Bridge st, Man- 


Va 


Wi 


11.15 Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbra, 

chester . 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

BOTT, JOHN, Not'ingham, Chemist Nottingham 


Pet Marit Ord March 16 
ANDERSON, SARAH, Bradford, Bradford Pet 
Sheffield, Tool Maker 


March 14 Ord Marca 15 
ATKINSON, EUSTACE CAREY, 
Sheflield Pet March12 Ord March 16 
BAKER, Mary. Lutterworth, Leicestershire, Baker 
Leicester Pet Feb 25 Ord March 12 
BAXTER, SYDNEY. New Swindon, Clothier 
Pet Feb 26 Ord March 18 
MLEY, THoMas EDWIN, Sheftieli, Confectioner 
Sheftie!\d Pet March5 Ord March 15 
Brooks, Josuua, Leeds, Yorkshire, lats Tea Dealer 
Leeds Pet March 14 Ori March 14 
Brown, HENry JOHN, Manor Park, Streatham, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet Febit Ord March 13 
JoHN, Lavender sweep. Clapham Junc- 
tion, Builder Wandsworth Pet Jan 21 Ord 


March 14 zs 
Baker Nottingham 


Agent 


Al 


Grocer 


Swiadona 


*t March 15 Ord March i5 
DABER, WILLIAM, Salford, Estate 
Pet Nov 17. Ord March 16 
Da yan Joun, Gt W saeenam, | c ‘ambs, Wheelwright 
Cambridge Pet March 16 “dl March 16 
Epwarps, WILLIAM, Exeter, ‘Tic nsed Victualler 
Exeter Pet Feb23 Ord March 16 
NDERS, FREDERICK SMITH, Northwold, Norfolk, 
Farmer Norwich Pet Marchié Ord March 16 
SAMUEL, Barrsley. Machinery Broker 
Barnsley Pet March15 Ord March 15 

GREEN, JOSEPH, Manchester, Hatter Manchester 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

JON, Darwen, Solicitor Blackburn 

Ord March 15 

Taidnsaane Licensed Victualler 

9 Ord Mi arch 16 

Folkestone, Tobacconist 

Canterbury Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

WILLIAM, Burnicy, Painter Burnley 
Pet Feb 21 Ord March 15 

HrstTgr, FREDERICK, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, 
Builder St Albans Pet Oct 19 Ord March 13 

FREDERICK, Gloucester, late Innkeeper 
Gloucester Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

HINTON, JABKZ ALDESLEY, Burnley, Sand Dealer 
Burnley Pet Feb1% Ord March 15 

HvupGson. JONATHAN KENDALL, Kingston upon Hull, 
late Grocer Kingston upon Hull Pet March 9 


Ord March 15 
Hunt, GEORGE, Southampton, Leather Goods 
Dealer Southampton Pet March 14 Ord 
March 14 
KENDRICK, WILLIAM, Wrexham, Confectioner 
Wrexham Pet Feb12 Ord March 14 
KRAMER, GEORGE FREDERICK, Carlton rd, Mile End, 
late Baker High Court Pet March 13 Ord 
March 16 
Mrs. E., Trevor terr, Knightsbridge, 
Widow. High Court Pet Feb 26 Ord March 15 
Tuomas, Countesthorpe, Leicester, Tripe 
Dresser Leicester Pet March15 Ord March 16 
PaLLett, Tuomas, Shepshed, Leicester, Bag Hosier 
Leicester Pet March5 Ord March 15 


Salford 


Pet March 15 


Nottingham Pet Marc! 
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ParRKeR, RicHARD Harttey, Burnley. Wine Mer- 
chant Burnley Pet Febi2 Ord March 14 

Pass. Frank. Wolverhampton, Hop Merchant's 
Clerk Wolverhampton Pet arch 56 Ord 
March 15 

RESTIEAUX, JOSEPH JAMES, Lakenham, Norwich. 
Accountant Norwich Pet March 13 Ord 


March 15 

Rip.EY, EpWArD, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
March 14 Ord March 14 

Rosk, JOSEPH, Jump, nr Barnsley, Grocer Barnsley 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Saw, JAMES, Richmond. Yorks, Joiner Northaller- 
ton Pet March13 Ord March 14 


SrgaD, AUGUSTUS MAILLARD, Auckland ri. Upper | 


Norwood, Merchant’s Olerk Croydon Pet March 
1 Ord March 13 
STUBBS, CHRISTOPHER, Newport, Mon, Tobacconist 
Newport, Mon Pet March15 Ord March 14 
Tepp, Davip, West. Bromwich. Fruiterer Oldbury 
Pet March 12 Ord March 15 


TILLKY, Epwarp, Holywell, Flintshire, Bookkeeper 
Chester Pet March 13 Ord March 16 
TURNER, THOMAS, ——- Worcestershire. 
Farmer Kidderminster Pet March 11 Ord 
March 13 
TURNER, WILLIAM, Nottingham, late Baker Not- 
tingham Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
VaUX, ALFRED, Harrogate, Draper York Pet 
Marchi4 Ord March 14 
WALLER, ARTHUR, Southsea, Draper Portsmouth 
Pet March 12 Ord March 15 
| WALLER, WALTER Kerr, Penzance, Chemist Truro 
Pet March 14 Ord March 15 
WEBSTER, J AMES, Nuneaton, Warwickshire, Fruiterer 
Coventry Pet March 11 Ord March 15 
WHITTAKER, JOHN, jun., Sunderland, Fruit Merchant 
Sunderland Pet March13 Ord March 
WILLIAMS, JOHN ROBERT, Billiter sq, East India 
Commission Merchant High Court Pet March 
14 Ord March 14 
Woop, Joun WILkes, Liverpool, Fruit Broker 





ORDER MADE ON APPLICATION FOR DI8- 
CHARGE. 


Hvurcutns, HENRY MARTIN. Milbrook rd, Lough- 
borough Junction, Bicycle Manufacturers’ Sales- 
man Windsor Date of Adj June 12, 1883 Ord 
Feb 15 Discharge granted 

RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 

Morey, AsTHUR WILLIAM. Talbot rd, Bayswater. 
out of business High Court Ree Ord Feb 8 
Rese March 15 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK 

March 26.—Messrs. FULLER & FU”LER, at the Mart, 
E.C., at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Shop ani 
House Property and Ground-rents (see advertise- 
ment, March 16, p. 3). 

March 27.—Messre, Eowin Fox & BovusFigécp, at the 
Mart. E.C., at 2 p.m., Freehold Property (see ad- 
vertisement, March 9, p. 4). 

March 29.—Messrs. Extuis & Son, at the Mart, E.C., 
at 2 = , Freehold Property (see advertisement, 
March 16, p. 3). 





THELAWCUA 


SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £1,000,000. 


The Hon. BARON POLLOCK. 


The Hon, Mr. JUSTICE KAY. 


1.—FIDELITY GUARANTEES, given on be 


& 


LIMITED. 





TRUSTESS : 


OBJECTS OF THE SOCI‘TY: 


s=half of Clerks, Cashiers, 





RUST SOCIETY, 


PAID-UP CAPITAL, £100,000. 


| The Hon, Mr. JUSTICE DAY. 
The Hon. Mr. JUSTICE GRANTHAM, 


1V.—TRUSTEES FOR DEBENTURE, &c. The Society acts as Trustee 


Travellers, and others; also Bonds on behalf of Trustees in Bankruptcy, Liqui- | for Debenture and other Loans. 
V_T 


dators and Receivers under the High Court, and all persons holding Government ¢ 


éppointme nts, where required ; anc 


i 
A.—LUNACY COMMITTEES’ BONDS granted. 
B.—ADMINISTRATION BONDS entered into at moderate rates. 


IIl.—ADMIRALTY BAIL BONDS granted. 
III—MORKTGAGE INSURANCES effected. 


For further particulars apply to the General Manager and Secretary, THOS. R. RONALD. 


TRUSTEESHIP. 


- Us’ The Society is also prepared to be appointed Trustee 
either in existing Trusts or in those to be hereafter created. 


(See special Prospectus.) 


VI.—TITLE GUARANTEE against defect in same. 


VII.—CONTRACTS GUARANTEED és to due performance, 


HEAD OFFICE: 9, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, London. City OFFICE: 9, St. Mild:ed’s-court, Poultry, E.C. Brancu Orrices—Manchester : 51, King-street ; 


Liverpoo! : 6, York-buildings, 14, Dale-street. 





HACKNEY, MARE STREET. 
Highly important and improvable Frechold Pro- 
porty also Small Freehold in Commercial-road 


as 
M ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & _ BOUS- 
J FIELD will SELL, at the MART, on WED- 
NESDAY, APRIL 17. at TWO o'clock, an 
improvable FREEHOLD ESTATE, with great 
building capacity, covering an extensive superticial 
area, having frontages of about 400 feet ts Mare- 
street] and *heep-lane in the rear, situate in the 
populous part of Hackney, close t» the Triangle, five 
minutes’ walk from the Cambridge-heath Station. 
The property comprises an old-fashioned residence, 
known as Providence House, No. 77, Mare-street, 
seven private houses, Nos. 63 to 75 odd, Mare-street, 
with forecourts suitable for the erection of shops, 
and long gardens available for workshops; also 12 
cottages, facing Sheep-lane, with the extensive area 
of building land lying between these two parallel 
thoroughfares. The land is suited for a large num- 
ber of houses, leaving many of the existing houses 
standing. Also Freehold House, 53, Umberston- 
street, Commercial-road East, let at £16, but worth 
£20 a year. 

Particulars of Messrs. Druces & Attlee, Solicitors, 
1c. Billiter-square, E.C.; atthe Mart; and of Messrs. 
= Fox & Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bauk, 





a BAYSWATER. | 


By order of Trustees.—Valuable Freehold Ground- 
rents with important early reversions, 


will SELL at the°MART, on WEDNESDAY, 
APRIL 17th, at TWO o’clock. in Three Lots, highly 
desirable FREEHOLD PROPERTY for investment | 
or family endowmeat, comprising 33 substantially- 
built residences, let on leases for terms expiring in 
about 20 years, at nomival ground-rents, with rever- 
sion to the rack rents, amounting to £2,720 per 
annum, onthe termination of such leases, 

Lot 1.—The Six Capital Houses, Nos. 14 to 24 (even) 
Petetsburgh-place, a few paces from the Bayswater 
High-road, of the estimated annual value of £620. and 
let under two leases for terms expiring in 1908, at 
nominal ground-rents of £37 per annum, 

ot 2.—The block of Seven upstanding Town 
Houses, recessed from the road, with garden in 
front, Nos. 26 to 38 (even), Petersburgh-place, of the 
annual value in possession of about £700, with great 
capacity for extensive improvements. Let for terms 
expiring 1923, at nominal ground-rents, amounting to 
£43 188, per annum, 

Lot 3.—Twenty neat Cottage Villas, forming nearly 
the whole of the west side of Bark-place (formerly 


LINCOLN’S INN. 
To Barristers, Solicitors, and Others. 


NV ESSRS. WUOD & KIRBY with SELL 


by AUCTION, at the MART, on THURS- 
DAY. 11th APRIL, at TWO o'clock, the excellent set 
of FREEHOLD CHAMBERS, comprising 4 large 
rooms on the south side of the 2rd floor of the sub- 
stantially built premises, No. 2, NEW-SQUARE, 
Lincoln’s-inn, with coal vault inarea. The chambers 
are in excellent decorative repair, and ready for im- 
mediate occupation either for residential or profes- 
sional purposes, or should readily let at £30 per 
annum. 

May be viewed on application to the Auctioneers, 
and particulars and conditions of sale obtained at the 
Mart, E.C.; of Messrs Stephen & Day, Solicitors, 1, 
Great James-street, Bedford-row ; and of the Auc- 
tioneers, at the same address. 


PLOUGH COURT, FETTER LANE, E.C. 


Long Leasehold Investments, now producing a | 


profit rental of £285 per annum.—bBy Order of 

Executors. . 

\ ESSRS. FOSTER respectfully announce 
a for SALE by AUCTION ia Two Lots, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard,'Lothbury, on TUESDAY, 
APRIL 16, at ONE for TWO precisely, the very 
desirable LEASEHOLD PROPERTY, Nos. 1, 2, and 
3, Plough-court, Fetter-lane, heid (by separate 
leases) for a term of which 79 years will be unexpired 


| at Christmas next. at ground-rents amounting to 


£160 per annum; the property (with a frontage of 


| about 118ft.), consisting of three substantially built | 
| warehouses, each of five floors, is let on repairing | 


N ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIDLD | 


leases at rents amounting to £445, increasing at Lady 
Day, 1891, to £505 per annum; this property, situated 
in the heart of the publishing trades, is likely to 
command at all times eligible tenants at increasing 
rents. 

Particulars and conlitions of sale may shortly be 
had at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, Lothbury; of 
Messrs, Philpott & Callaway, Solicitors, Cranbrook, 
Kent; and of Messrs. Foster, 54. Pall-mall 


WEST SMITHFIELD and CLOTHFAIR. 
Capital Block of Freehold Property, let on lease at a 
nominal rent of £219, with valuable reversion in 1907. 
iy i ESSKS. ELLIS & SUN are directed to 
\ SELL by AUOTION, at the MART, on 
FRIDAY, MARCH 29th, at TWO precisely, in One 
Lot, the FREEHOLD of TWv _ old-fashioned 
HOUSES, with Shops, Nos. 58 and 59, West Smith- 
tield, and Nos. 1 and 2, Clothfair, occupying a ground 
area of about 2,600 square feet, abutting on and over- 
leoking the churchyard of St. Bartholomew the 
Great, a very important situation between the Metro- 
politan Meat Market and St. Bartholomew’s Hos- 





known as Uxbridge-gardens), Bayswater-road, with 
neat forecourts and long back gardens, extending to 
Petersburgh-mews, with frontage thereon, available 
for other erections, of the estimated annual value in 
possession of £1,400, and let on leases for terms expir- 
ing 1913, at nominal ground-rents of £59 per annum. 

May be viewed, and particulars had of Messrs. 
Lewin & _Co., Solicitors, 32, Southampton-street, 
Strand, W.O. ; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Edwia 
Fox & Bousfield, 99, Gresham-street, Bank, E.U. 


pital, the whole being let in one lease, at the very in- 
adequate rent of £210, fur a term expiring 1907, when 
the full benefits of the estate, which must be highly 
productive as a building site, wiil be reaped, thereby 
| making an investment of the highest order. 


Particulars, plans, with conditions of sale, may be | 
r ( |in the centre of Liverpool; Freehold (no ground- 


had of Messrs. Francis Baker & Watrs, Solicitors, 
Newton Abbott, Devon; atthe Mart; and of Messrs. 
Ellis & Son, Auctioneers and Surveyors, 49, Fen- 
church-street, City. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1889, 


Vy BSEBs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
IVI FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 
shat their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, Suburban, and Country Houses, Business Premises, 
Building Land, Ground-rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 
Stocks, Shares, and other Properties, will be held at the 
Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the Bank of Eng- 


| land, in the City of Lonéon, as follows :— 


Tues, Mar 26 
Tues, April 2 
Tues, April 9 
Tues, April 16 
Tues, April 30 
Tues, May 7 
Tues, May 14 
Tues, May 21 


Tues, June 4 Tues, Aug 13 
Tues, June 18 Tues, Aug 20 
Tues, June 25 Tues, Aug 27 
Tues, July 2 Tues, Oct 8 
Tues, July 9 Tues, Oct 22 
Tues, July 16 Tues, Novs . 
Tues, July 23 Tues, Nov 19 
Tues, July 30 Tues, Dec 3 


Auctions can also be held on other days, In order to 
insure proper publicity, Jue notice should be given. 
The period between such notice and the proposed auc- 
tion must considerably depend upon the nature of the 
property to be sold, A printed scale of terms can be 
had at 80, Cheapside, or will be forwarded, Telephone 
No. 1,503, 


Tues, May 28 | Tues, Aug 6 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 
FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER’S LIST of 
ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting 
and Shooting Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent 
Charges, House Property and Investments generally, is 
published on the first day of each month, and may be 


| obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, Cheapside, 


£,C., or will be sent by post in return for two stamps,— 
Particulars for inserticc should be received not later than 
four days previous to the eud of the preceding month, 


YOLICITORS.—A fine Suite of Offices 
(three or five rooms) to be Let, at New Stone- 
buildings, Chancery-laue, close to the Law Courts 
and the Chancery-lane Safe Deposit; lighted by 
electric light; every convenience; moderate rent; 
use of elegant arbitration rooms in same building at 
reduced terms.—Apply at the Collector’s Office, ia 
the Hall of 63 and 64, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


(C= and CHAMBERS. — Lofty 
and Well-lighted Offices and Chambers to be 
Let at Lonsdale Chambers, No. 27, Chancery-lane 
(opposite the New Law Courts). Also large, weil- 
turnished Rooms for Meetiugs, Arbitratioas, &c,— 
Apply to Messrs. C. A. HakRIson & Co., Chartered 
Accountants, on the premises. 


T° SOLICITORS and Others having 


influence with Capitalists — Liberal terms 


' off-red.—advertiser (the owaer) has for Sale an 


extensive Block of Office and Warehouse Property, 
rent) ; excellent condition ; well let; goud security ; 
price’ £16,500.—Address, 837, care of C, Birchall, 
Advertising Agent, Liverpool, 
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N RB. R. M. STEPHENSON, LL.B. 
! Scholar, Prizeman, &c., Editor Jurist, &c.), 
continues to PREPARE for LAW FXAMS. Jan. 
Results.—Solicitors’ Honours, 1st (Clement’s-inn 
and 8rd (New-inn) Prizemen—i.e., nearly 4 First 
Class and 2 in 2nd Class (all sent in). Jnt. LL.R — 
Half 1st and 2nd Class Honours and ist 
tioner) and 8rd in First Class) At 3 Honours 
Exams.- 5 out of first 8 and 2 First Prizemen, 200 
guineas Studentship, &c.— 3, 
Temple, EC. 
NV R. UTTLEY. Solicitor, continues success- 
fully to PREPARE CANDIDATES, either 
Privately or by Correspondence, for SOLICITORS’ 
and BAR PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, and 
FINAL, and LL.B. Examinations. Pupils have 
obtained Honours. Terms from £1 1s. per month 
—Address, 17, Brazennose-street. Albert-square, 
Manchester. 
NTERMEDIATE and FINAL EXAMI- 
NATIONS.—Private and Postal Tuition by 
Solicitor. M.A., LL.M. (Cambridge); special atten- 
tion to correspondents; terms moderate.—Address, 
M. L., Christ Church Vicarage, Wakefield. 


AW TUTOR.—A Barrister (Wrangler 
&c.) Coaches for the Bar, Solicitors’, and all 
Legal Examinations; each pupil taken separately ; 
terms very moderate.—Address, C. B., Messrs. 
Deacon, 154, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 


(Law 


AW.—Required, by a Solicitor of nine 
years’ standing, a Conveyancing and General 
Clerkship in a town or country oflice; Midiand 
Counties or London preferred; slight supervision ; 
ood references; salary moderate.—J. G. N., 41, 
Jaterloo-street, Birmingham. 


AW.—Clerkehip desired in gocd Office by 
Solicitor (28) ; admitted 1885; nearly five years’ 
experience in City as Managing Clerk, acting with and 


without supervision, chiefly in Chancery, Common | 


Law, and Conveyancing.—LEx, 117, Chancery-lane. 


[fe Solicitor, admitted, but who has 


not practised for several years, wishes to enter 


a London Office of good general practice for a year; | 


will give his services fora few months gratuitously. 
—B., the Office of this Journal. 


AW.—Solicitor (M.A., Oxford) desires a 

Conveyancing or General Clerkship in London ; 

admitted; age #6; very moderate salary.— Address, 
C. N. B., 18, Oxford-road, Chiswick. 


AW.--Articled Olerkship.—Vacancy in 

old Lincoln’s-inn Office; reasonable premium. 

ey LEx, care. f Warner, 11, Bell-yard, Temple 
Bar, W.C. 


HORTHAND.—A Youth with good hand- 
writing wanted in NSolicitor’s Office (City).—Ad- 
dress, B. B., care of R. Coulcher, Law Stationer, 50, 
Chancery-lane. 
(a anceay and other COSTS (25 per 
Cent. Discount) properly C pied and in 
superior manner by those accustomed to the work; 
an allowance in case of two copies or large quantity. 
—Please address, MARTIN & Co., Kelly’s, Gray’s-inn- 
gate. 


MARRIED CLERGYMAN, Vicar of a 
healthy parish in Wiltshire, desires to rece ive 


one or two Wards in Chancery.—Apply, X. Y. Z, 


care of Herbert G. James, Esq., 24, Hornton-street, 


Kensington. 
O TRUSTEES. | Particulars of suitable In- 

| vestments in London Pro- 

perty may be bad free of 
Mr. GEORGE J. FULLER, £5 
and 8&7, Gresham - street, 


TO INVESTORS. London, E.C 


TT AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSU- 
RANCE COMPANY, 
ESTABLISHED IN THE YEAR 1854. 


Chie: Oftice— 
126, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, W.C. 
: City Branch— 
1, ROYAI, EXCHANGE BUILDINGS, E.C. 
LIFE DEPARTMENT. 
Special the 
features :— 


attention is drawn to 
1. The Bonus added to Pclicies on young lives at 
the last division of profits amounted to £75 for every 
£100 of premium paid during the Quinquennium. 
2. Claims are payable immediately on proot of death 
and title. 
3. The Premiums are moderate. 
IRE DEPARTMENT. 
Losses settled promptly and liberally. 
Private Houses and Ecclesiastical Buildings, if 


TO CAPITALISTS, 


following 


surroundings, insured at a premium of 1s. 6d. for 
each £100. 

Household Furniture in houses of similar construc 
tion insured at a premium of 2s. per cent. 

Loans on Reversions and Life Interests. 

Reversions purchased. 

Annuities granted. 

FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 


(Exhibi- | 


Plowden-buildings, | 


| and sale of Stocks, Shares, and Annuities. 





NUARDIAN FIRE and LIFE OFFICE. 
Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, Fleet-street, E.C 
Established 1821, Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS: 
CHAIRMAN—JOHN B. MARTIN, Esq 
EPUTY-CHAIRMAN—HENRY JOHN NORMAN, Esq. 
n. Lord Adding- | John Hunter, Esq. 
George Lake, Esq. 
Rt. Hon. G. J. Shaw- 
Letevre, M.P. 
Beaumont W. Lubbock, 


Bonham - Carter, 


Esq 
Wm. Hill Dawson. Esq. 
Charles F. Dev a Sq , 
Alban G. David Powell, Esq. __ 
James Goo n, I | Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
] ~ John G,. Talbot, Esq., 
inkey, E M.P. 
Harvey, Esq. | Henry Vigne, Esq. 
MANAGER OF FIRE DEPARTMENT—A. J. Relton. 
ACTUARY AND SECRETARY—T. G. C. Browne. 
re Capital at present paid up and in- 
Sted ccce.cccce 6006 9 0'000 0-06 -ecees S1,000,000 
Funds upwards of 4,042,000 
Annual In cme over 
N.B s Policies which expire at LADY DAY 
should be renewed at the Head Office, or with the 
Agents, on or before the 9th day of APRIL. 


PHenr FIKE OFFICE, 19, Lomsarp- 
STREET and 57, CHARING-CROSS, LONDON. 
Established 1782. 
Moderate Rates. Absolute Security. 
Lighting Rules supplied. Liberal Loss Settlements 
Prompt Payment of Claims. 
Joint Secretaries— 
W. C. MAcpboNALD and F. B. MACDONALD. 
LOSSES PAID OVER 


£16 000 000. 
\) ORTHERN ASSURANCE COMPANY 


a Established 1836, 
Lonrpom: 1, Moorgate-street, E.C, ABERDEEN, 1, 
Union-terrace. 
INCOME & FUNDS (1887) :— 
Fire Premiums ., oes £607 000 
Life Premiums .., eee eee cee §7..00 
Interest... ee- ove oes 43, JU! 
Accumwuiated Funds se es £28,421,000 
wes! of ENGLAND FIRE and LITE 
INSURANCE COMPAN Y.—Established 1807. 
Head Office — Exeter, London Office — 20, New 
Bridge-street, E.C. CAPITAL, £690,000. IT‘ire Depart- 
ment—Risks of almost every description insured. 
Life Department—Special Feature: Combined Sys- 
tem of Life Assurance. LOAN DEPARTMENT—RE- 
VERSIONS; LIFE INTERESTS; GOOD PERSONAL 


SECURITY. 
EDWARD H. SMITHETT, Secretary. 
Application for Agencies invited, 


M' IRTGAGE INSURANCE CORPORA- 
a TION (Limited), 
Winchester-house, Old Broad-street, E.C. 
Subscribed Capital £715,000, 
Mortgages and Debentures insured against loss. 
Deposits received for Capital Redemption. 
T. Y. STRACHAN, 
General Manager. 


Potal 


eee oe 


| (PHE BRITISH LAW FIRE INSURANCE 


COMPANY, LIMITED. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,000,000. 
This Company is prepared to entertain proposals 
on eligible risks, including Mercantile Insurances 
Applications for Agencies may be made to 


H. FOSTER CUTLER, Manager and Secretary. | 
C. } 


Offices, 5, Lothbury, Bank, London, E. 


PBOVIDENT LIFE OFFICE, 50, Regent- | 


street, W., and 14, Cornhill, E.C,, London. 
FOUNDED 1806, 


Existing Assurances ... 
Invested Funds ... 
Annual Income ... om oon 
Claims and Surrenders paid 
Jonuses declared . en ove 
Prospectuses and full information to be obtained at 
he Head Office, or of any ot the Agents. 
CHARLES STEVENS, 

Actuary and Secretary. 
ESTABLISHED 1851. 
IRKBEOK BAN K.=— 

Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane. 
THREE per CENT. INTEREST allowed on 
DEPOSITS, repayable on demand. 
TWO _ per CENT. INTEREST on CURRENT 
ACCOUNTS celculated on the minimum monthly 


. , | balances, when not drawn below £100. 
brick and tiled or slated, and free from bazardous | 


The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 


| Charge, the Custody of Deeds, Writings, and other 


Securities and Valuables; the collection of Bills of 
Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons; and the purchase 


Letters of 
Credit and Circular Notes issued. 
The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particu- 


lars, post-free, on application 
i 


FKANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager. 





800,000 


| 
Electric- 


|X 


| strictest care and promptitude assured. 


| Sept. 


| PROBATE. 





THE J. B. WATKINS LAND MORTGAGE Oo, 
Commenced Business 1870. Incorporated 1883, 
CAPITAL, £155,250. RESERVE FUND, £87,750, 


Issue of 
IVE PER CENT. DEBENTURES 
Interest payable Half-yearly in London by 
Coup n attached. 
The Security for the Debentures consists of— 

1. A deposit with the Farmers’ Loan and Trust 
Company. of New York, as Trustees for the 
Debenture Holders of Mortgages, for the same 
amount as the Debentures, issued on Freehold 
Property valued at 24 times the amount of the 
Mortgages. 

2. The Cspital and Surplus of the Company. 

Thus it will be seen these Debentures form a first- 
class security. 

The Company is also prepared to negotiate Six per 


| 
Cent. American Farm Mortgages. 


About £800,000 have been invested for English 


| Investors, and not one shilling of interest or principal 


bas been lost. 
For full particulars apply to 
H. G. CHALKLEY, London Manager, 
14, Bishopsyate-street Without, E.C. 


| keemteneaneen FIRE INSURANCE COM. 
PANY. 
Established 1803, 

1, Old Broad-street, E.C., and 22, Pall Mall, S.W. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000, 
Total Invested Funds over £1,600,000. 

E, COZENS SMITH, 
Gereral Manager, 


ESSRS. JOHNSON & DYMOND beg 
to announce that their Sales by Auction of 
Plate, Watches, Chains, Jewellery, Precious Stones, 


| &c., are held on Mondays, Wednesdays, Thursdays, 


and Fridays. fo) 
The attention of Solicitors, Executors, Trustees, 
and others is particularly called to this ready means 


| for the disposal of Property of deceased and other 
clients. 


In consequence of the frequency of their sales 
Messrs. J. & D. are enabled to include large or small 
quantities at short notice (if required). 

Sales of Furniture held at private houses. 

Valuations for Probate or Transfer. Terms on ap- 
plication to the City Auction Rooms (established 


| 1793), 38 and 39, Gracechurch-street, E.C. 


Messrs, Johnson & Dymond beg to notify _that 
their Auction Sales of Wearing Apparel, Piece 
Goods, Household and Office Furniture, Carpets, 
Bedding, &c., are held on each day of the week 
Saturday excepted). 


| LONDON GAZETTE (pubushed by authority) and 


ADVERTISEMENT 
FLEE? 


LONDON and 
OFFICE.—No. 
STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
forty years, in the special insertion of all pro forma 


COUNTRY 


117, CHANCERY LANE, 


| notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued support. 


N.B, One copy of advertisement only required, and the 
Official stamped 
forms for advertisement and file of ‘* London Gazette” 
Bv appointment. 

™OOKS BOUGHT.—To Executors, Solici- 
ED iors, &C.—-HENRY SOTHERAN & CO., 1 


| Strand, and 36, Piccadilly, PURCHASE LIBRARL 
| or smaller collections of Books, in town er country, 


giving the utmost value in cash; also value for 
Experienced valuers promptly sent. 
Removals without trouble or expense to sellers, 
Established 1816. Telegraphic Address, Bookmen, 
London. Code in use, Unicode. 


-OME for the TREATMENT and CURE 


of INEBRIETY and MORPHIA HABIT, 
High Sbot House, Twickenham. — Charmingly 


| secludei. Gentlemen only. Limited number taken. 


Billiari room, library, lawn tennis court, bowls, &¢. 
The wa ole staff pledged abstainers. Terms—2} to5 
guineas weekly. — Particulars from the 
Superintendent, H. BRANTHWAITE, F.R.C.S.Ed. ; 
reference is permitted to Messrs. MUNTON & MORRIS, 
solicitors, 954, Queen Victoria-street, London. 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE {gst MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
the Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &c. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. | 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
and Clerks of the Peace. 
CORPORATION ROBES UNIVERSITY AND CLERGY GOWNS, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94 CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 
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